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LETTER  OF   ROBERT  Y. 


Gentlemen— I  have  bad  (he  honor  to  receive  your  letter  enclosing 
Resolutions  adopted  at  a  Meeting  of  the  State  Rights  and  Free 
Trade  Party,  in  approbation  of  ray  public  conduct,  and  especially 
of  my  vote  in  opposition  to  the  New  Tariff,  and  requesting  my 
attendance  at  a  '•  public  festival,"  to  be  given  at  the  earliest  day 
convenient  to  myself.  While  I  feel  the  deepest  sense  of  obligation 
for  the  distinguished  honor  conferred  upon  me  by  the  proposed 
festival,!  am  induced  to  believe  that  all  celebrations  of  the  kind 
are  regarded  by  a  respectable  portion  of  our  fellow-citizens  as 
unfavorable  to  the  health  of  the  i:ity  at  this  time;  and  in  deference 
to  that  opinion,  I  hr;g  leave,  mo?t  respectfully,  to  decline  the 
invitation  which  has  been  extended  to  me  through  you  in  such 
flattering  terms. 

With  regard,  gentlemen,  to  the  unqualified  approbation  of  my 
public  conduct,  and  especially  of  my  vote  against  the  New  Tariff 
Bill,  which  rny  fellow  citizens  have  been  pleased  to  express,  1  can 
only  say,  that  I  receive  it  as  the  highest  reward  which  I  could  pos- 
sibly obtain  at  their  hands.  Though  it  is  due  to  candor  to  say,  that 
in  taking  ihe  course  which  I  have  done,  1  was  well  aware  that  I 
was  actinging  in  accordance  with  the  known  wishes  of  my  constit- 
uents generally  throughout  the  State,  yet  I  must  at  the  same  time 
declare,  that  I  was  by  no  means  prepared  for  that  warm,  cordial, 
and  enthusiastic  bust  of  approbation  with  which  I  have  been  greet- 
ed from  the  mountains  to  the  seaboard.  I  shall  retain  to  my  latest 
hour  a  deepfelt  and  overwhelming  sense  of  gratitude  at  my  recep- 
tion in  this  city,  on  that  day,  the  proudest  of  my  life,  when  appear- 
ing before  rny  fellow  citizens  as  the  herald,  not  of  victory,  but  of 
defeat  and  having  nothing  to  boast  of,  but  faithful,  though  un- 
availing efforts  in  their  behalf,  I  was  received  with  higher  honors' 


than  a  civic  triumph.  A  life  of  devotion  to  such  generous  sonstit- 
nents,  would  be  more  than  repaid  by  one  such  hour  of  heartfelt  sat* 
isfaction. 

Although  I  have,  on  several  occasions  since  my  return  home, 
found  myself  called  upon  publicly  to  present  my  views  in  relation 
to  the  true  character  of  the  New  Tariff,  and  tha  condition  in  which- 
the  South  has  been  placed  by  its  passage,  yet  it  may  perhaps  not 
be  inappropriate  to  this  occasion,  to  offer  some  additional  observa* 
lions.  My  vote  against  the  New  Tariff  was  mainly  influenced  by  a 
conviction  that  it  embraced  not  only  .a  distinct  recognition  of  the 
principle  of  protection,  but  that  it  carried  out  that  principle  in  its 
most  objectionable  form— by  making  so  broad  and  unwarrantable  a 
discrimination  between  what  are  called  the  PROTECTED  and  the 
UNPROTECTED  ARTICLES,  as  to  shew  a  fixed  a^d  settled  purpose,  of 
relieving  the  latter  entirely  irom  taxation ,  and  throwing  the  whole 
burden  of  supporting  the  Government  upon  the  former.  If  I  could 
have  been  satisfied  that  the  statements  which  have  been  made  as  to 
the  aggregate  reduction  of  duties,  were  perfectly  correct,  I  should 
for  (his  reason  alone,  have  still  voted  against  the  Bill.  From  the 
moment  the  American  System  became  the  subject  of  serious  dis- 
pute, the  point  on  which  the  whole  controversy  has  turned,  has 
been,  whether  duties  not  necessary  for  revenue  should  bfc  imposed 
merely  for  the  protection  of  domestic  manufactures.  Against  du- 
ties imposed  for  revenue,  not  one  word  of  objection  has  ever  been 
urged.  The  South  did  not  complain  that  teas,  and  wines,  silks  and 
laces,  spices,  velvets  and  jewellery,  had  duties  imposed  upon  them 
to  raise  a  revenue  or  the  support  of  Government,  and  the  payment 
of  the  public  debt,  but  that  sugar  and  salt,  woollens,  cottons,  iron 
and  other  similar  articles,  had  duties  imposed  upon  them  beyond 
(he  revenue  standard,  and  for  the  avowed  purpose  of  affording  pro- 
tection, as  it  was  called,  to  the  American  manufacturer  of  similar 
articles.  It  was  because  the  cotton,  rice  and  tobacco  of  the  South 
were  exchanged  in  European  markets  for  the  very  articles  thus  ex- 
orbitantly taxed,  in  order  to  secure  to  our  rivals  an  advantage  iu 
our  own  markets,  that  we  protested  against  the  imposition  of  these 
protecting  duties,  as  an  act  of  the  grossest  injustice  towards  us,  ren- 
dering in  effect,  our  industry  tributary,  to  the  industry  of  others.  In 
ihis  aspect  of  the  question,  it  is  manifest,  that  nothing  short  of  the 
present  or  prospective  abandonment  of  this  system,  by  bringing 
down  the  protecting  duties  to  the  true  revenue  standard,  could 
possibly  satisfy  the  just  claims  of  the  South.  According  to  my 
views  of  this  great  question,  it  would  be  utterly  impossible  for  me 
lo  have  given  my  support  to  any  Bill,  which  proposed  so  to  arrange 
the  duties  after  the  pvyment  of  the  public  debt,  as  in  effect  to  relieve 
the  unprotected  articles  from  taxation,  while  the  duties  on  the  pro- 
tected  articles  were  to  remain  substantially  undirninished.  A  care- 
ful examination  of  the  condition  of  our  finances  had  satisfied  me 
that  duties  ranging  from  12£  to  15  per  cent  would,  under  a  system 
of  free  trade,  have  been  abundantly  sufficient,  with  the  other  sources 
of  revenue,  to  meet  all  the  necessary  expences  of  Government 
This  indeed  was  admitted  by  the  Tariff  party  themselves  on  s^v- 
eral  occasions  during  the  last  session  of  Congress,  arid  especially 
in  fixing  the  duty  on  indigo  at  15  per  cent,  when  it  was  left  to  them 
by  the  Southern  members  to  say  what  was  a  fair  revenue  duty.  Any 


scheme  therefore,  by  which  (ha  Tariff  was  to  be  so  adjusted  as  to 
kepp  up  the  duties  on  the  protected  articles  at  40  or  50  per  cent, 
while  the  duties  on  the  unprotected  articles  were  to  be  carried 
down  to  5  or  10  per  cent,  or  to  be  entirely  repealed,  could  not  have 
received  my  support ;  for  besides  that  such  an  arrangement  of  the 
Tariff  obviously  increased  the  inequality  and  aggravated  the  injus- 
tice of  which  we  had  so  long  and  so  loudly  complained,  it  was  im- 
possible not  to  perceive  that  it  was  calculated  to  establish  the  pro- 
tecting system  on  an  immoveable  foundation.  The  extinction  of 
4he  national  debt  was  a  most  interesting  crisis  in  our  affairs,  and  one 
not  likely  to  occur  again.  The  country  was  now  to  be  relieved 
from  a  demand  upon  its  Treasury  equal  to  $12,000,000  per  annum, 
and  if  this  was  not  to  be  followed  by  a  corresponding  reduction  ot 
of  the  Duties  on  the  protected  as  well  as  the  unprotected  articles— 
if  by  a  new  and  uncalled  for  extension  of  the  appropriations — or 
by  a  total  repeal  of  the  taxes  on  the  unprotected  articles — high  du* 
ties  on  the  protected  articles  should  be  rendered  necessay  to  meet 
the  expences  of  the  Government;  it  was  perfectly  obvious  that  no  fur- 
ther reduction  on  those  articles  could  be  reasonably  expected,  es- 
pecially as  the  payment  of  the  public  debt  had,  by  common  consent, 
been  lo'oked  to  as  the  period,  when  the  policy  of  the  country  in  re- 
ference to  this  great  question,  was  to  be  permanently  fixed  and  the 
question  settled  forever. 

Since  my  return  home,  I  have  seen  it  frequently  asserted  in  the 
public  prints  that  the  New  Bill  must  be  regarded  by  us  as  the  frst 
step  towards  further  concessions  on  the  part  of  the  manufacturers — 
a  sort  of  "  entering  wedge,"  by  which  the  system  is  in  the  end  to 
be  split  to  pieces,  and  I  am  aware  that  it  is  on  this  ground  that  it  is 
supported  by  some,  who  profess  an  unalterable  determination  not 
permanently  to  submit  to  the  protective  system.  Oh  this  point,  I 
can  only  say,  that  the  Bill  did  not  come  to  me  recommended  by  any 
vain  expectation  of  that  sort.  No  promises  of  further  reductions,  as 
far  as  I  know  or  believe,  were  held  out  by  the  Tariff  party  in 
Washington  or  elsewhere  ;  nor  do  I  remember  ever  to  have  heard 
a  single  supporter  of  the  system,  in  Congress,  or  out  of  it.  utter  one 
word  to  encoumge  the  hope  that  at  any  future  day,  however  distant, 
the  protective  system  was  to  be  abandoned,  or  a  further  reduction 
made  on  the  protected  articles.  From  the  commencement  of  the 
discussion  in  the  Senate,  up  to  the  debate  on  the  final  passage  of  the 
Bill,  (he  language  of  Mr.  Diokerson,  Mr.  Clay,  and  the  other  sup- 
porters of  the  system,  distinctly  and  uniformly  was,  that  the  pro- 
tective system  was  to  be  maintained  unimpaired  ;  and  they  sup- 
ported the  Bill  on  its  final  passage,  expressly  on  the  ground  that  it 
amounted,  in  the  emphatic  language  of  Mr.  Clay  himself,  "  TO  A 

CLEAR,  DISTINCT,.  AND  INDISPUTABLE  ADMISSION  OF  THE  PRINCIPLE  OP 

PROTECTION."  Let  these  facts  bp  tnk<-n  in  connexion  with  the  fol- 
lowing distinct  declaration  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  in  the 
report  which  accompanied  his  Bill,  viz.  "  an  opinion  has  been  here- 
tofore expressed  by  the  undersigned  in  fayor  of  a  prospective  and 
gradual  reduction  of  the  existing  duty  on  articles  embraced  by  the 
protective  system  ;  hut  it  has  been  departed  from  in  tlje  Bill  in  de- 
fierencs  to  respectable  opinions  from  other  quarters,  but  principally 
from  what  is  understood  to  be  the  wish  of  the  manufactures  them- 
selves, who  preferr  a  system  PERMANENT  in  its  character  to  one  LIA* 


G 

BLE  TO  CHANGE"— and  can  any  capdid  man  say,  that  there  remains  n 
"  loop  on  which  to  hang  a  doubt."  It  is  clear  hat  the  New  Bill 
can  only  be  regarded  as  a  settlement  of  the  question,  and  so  far  as- 
Congress  is  concerned,  it  must  now  be  regarded  as  "  the  settled  po- 
licy of  the  country."  In  this  opinion,  gentlemen,  six  of  your  Re- 
presontatives  and  both  of  your  Senators,  have  concurred,  including 
one  (Mr.  Nuckolls)  long  a  member  of  the  Union  Party,  who  had 
cherished  the  most  sanguine  hopes  even  to  the  last,  and  until  they 
were  finally  extingished  by  his  own  observation  and  experience. 
If  we  are  mistaken  in  the  opinion  which  we  have  formed  on  this 
subject,  then  have  I  been  an  attentive  observer  of  passing  events  in 
Washington  for  the  last  eight  years,  to  very  little  purpose.  I  have 
seen  throughout  the  whole  of  that  period,  during  which  three  sue- 
cesssive  Tariffs  have  been  enacted,  a  constant  increase  of  strength 
:on  the  part  of  the  supporters  of  the  American  System — I  have  seen 
them  making  steady  advances  towards  the  consummation  of  their 
policy — I  have  seen  the  leaders  of  political  parties  struggling  for 
power  by  courting  the  favor  of  the  supporters  of  that  system — I 
have  seen  influential  men  opposed  to  the  system  in  principle,  car- 
ried away  by  the  current  popular  opinion,  and  excusing  their  apos- 
,'Ucy  on  the  ground  that  the  system  was  established,  and  it  was  use- 
less any  longer  to  resist  it.  Seeing  all  these  things  passing  before 
my  very  eyes — witnessing  the  almost  daily  enlargement  of  the  pow- 
er, and  extension  of  the  patronage,  of  the  Federal  Government, 
accompanied  by  a  disgraceful  scramble  for  the  public  money — find- 
ing that  the  appropriations  of  the  last  year  had  exceeded  by  several 
millions  the  ordinary  expenditures  of  the  Government — that  a  pro- 
position to  divert  $3,5t'0,000  of  the  public  revenue,  (now  derived 
from  the  public  lands,)  to  purposes  of  Education,  Internal  improve- 
ment and  Colonisation  had  actually  succeeded  in  one  House,  and  was 
clearly  destined  to  succeed  in  both — I  have  found  it  impossible  to 
resist  the  conviction,  that  the  American  System  has  triumphed,  by 
the  complete  establishedment  of  its  pernicious  principles — principles 
which  I  do  most  conscientiously  believe,  must  eventually  lead  to 
the  establishment  of  a  consolidated  Government,  to  the  emire  an- 
nihrfation  of  the  States,  as  independent  Sovereignties,  and  the  utter 
destruction  of  "  the  prosperity,  nay  of  the  very  existence  of  the 
Southern  States."  It  does  seem  to  me  too  obvious  to  admit  even 
of  dispute,  that  the  exercise,  by  a  great  central  Government,  of  the 
power  of  "regulating  and  controlling  the  whole  labor  and  capital  ot 
the  country''  must  inevitably  destroy  the  federative  character  of  our 
Government,  and  "  erect  upon  its  ruins  one  great  consolidated  des- 
potism without  limitation  of  powers."  So  rapid  have  been  the  ad- 
vances made  of  late  years  towards  this  end,  that  it  is  a  melancholy 
truth,  that  in  many  parts  of  our  country  the  people  have  had  tbeip 
eyes  so  constantly  turned  towards  the  Federal  Government,  as  the 
prolific  source  of  bounties,  and  the  grand  distributor  of  "  the  spoilst" 
whether  of  political  victories,  or  of  partial  legislation,  that  it  has 
actually  come  to  be  the  prevailing  opinion,  that  ours  is  in  fact  a  con- 
solidated Government;  'that  the  States  stand  in  the  same  relation 
to  the  United  States  as  a  county  or  parish  to  the  State,  of  which  it 
is  a  part;  and  that  "  the  will  of  the  majority  is  the  supreme  law." 
Whatever  difference  of  opinion  may  exist  as  to  the  rate  of  duties, 
or  the  amount  of  reduction,  under  the  New  Bill,  there  can  be  none 


as  to  its  general  character.  It  is  written  in  every  page  that  it  Is  a 
HIGH  PKOTKC  rivf  TARIFF,  and  that  this  is  to  be  Ui«  leading  feature 
of  our  revenue  system  after  the  final  extinguishment  of  the  public 
debt.  While  the  duties  on  the  protected  articles  are  under  the  New 
Bill  to  be  maintained,  at  rates  greatly  exceeding  ibe  revenue  stand- 
ard, those  on  the  unprolocted  articles  are  reduced  greatly  below 
that  standard,  an'd  to  a  very  large  amount  hav«  been  entirely  repeal- 
ed. The  following  table  of  the  leading  articles  under  tliese  two 
heads,  will  exhibit  this  so  plainly,  as  to  make  comment  unnecessary. 

TABLE 

OF  DUTIES  UNDER  THE  NEW  TARIFF.  . 


PROTECTED  ARTICLES. 

Woollen  Clotla>  (except  P!aius,&c. 
under  35  cents,)  50  per  cent. 
Cot  Ions,  average  duty  45  per  ct. 
*Flannels,   )fiuest  32   percent  ; 


Backings, 
Baizes, 


•  lowest  175  per  cent. 


*  Wool,  except  the  coarsest,  70  per 
cent. 

*  Floor  Cloths,  on  some  qualities, 
109  per  cent. 


UNPROTECTED    ARTICLES® 
Silks,  5  to  10  per  cent. 
IV'ines,  (Madeira  and  Fivrich.) 
Teas,  free  (7%  to  25  per  cent.) 
Coffee  free. 
Cocoafree. 
Spices  free. 
Quicksilver  free. 

'lin  in  Plates  free. 

Salt  petre  crude,  opium,  almonds, 

currants,  prunes,  plums,  figs,  rai- 


Iron,    (rolled,)   upwards    of  100  sins,  camphor,  flax  uiimanufactu- 


per  cejit. 
Hardware,  25  to  300  per  cent. 
*Sugar,  brown  83  per  cent. 
Salt,  from  50  to  upwards  of  100 


red,  marble,  do.  argol,  gum  ara- 
ble, &c.  epauletts,  lace  dye  mad- 
der, madder  root,  nuts  and  ber- 
ries used  in  dying,  sumach,  saf» 


per  cent. 

.  Spirits,  100  per  cent. 
Cordage,  80  per  cent. 
Lead,  114  per  cent. 
Paper,  91  per  cent. 
Molasses,  42  per  cent. 

And  so  on  with  a  great  varietyjdates,  filberts,  filtering  stones, 
of  other  protected  articles,  suchjfrankincense,  grapes,  gamboge, 
as  Coal,  Glass,  Candless,  Co//OH;hemlock.  henbane,  horn  plates 
Bagging.  Sfc.  to  nil  which  the  pro-  for  lantherns,  ox  horns,  other 


fron,  tumeric,  woad  or  pastel,  al- 
oes, ambergris,  Burgundy  pitch, 
bark,  Peruvian,  cochineal,  capers, 
chamoraile  flowers,  coriander 
seed,  cantharides,  castanas,  casts- 
iln,  chalk,  coculus  iridicus,  coral, 


per  addition  is  to  be  made  for 
cash  duties,  diminished  credits,  and 
Change  in  the  pound  sterling. 

The  amount  of  the  importation 
on  these  protected  articles  in 
J830,  exceeded  $29,000,000,  and 
the  duties  under  the  New  Bill. 


will   probably 
$12,000,000. 


not  fall  short  of 


iorns,  and  tips,  India  rubber,  ip- 
:cacuanha,  ivory  unmanufactu- 
red, juniper  berries,  musk,  tints  of 
all  kinds,  olives,  oil  of  juniper, 
paintings  and  drawings,  rattans, 
unmanufactured,  reeds,  unmanu- 
factured, rhubarb,  rotton  stone, 
tamarinds,  tortoise  shell,  and  a 
hundred  other  similar  articles. 


*The  rates  on  tliese  articles  are  taken  from  the  Banner  of  the 
Constitution  of  July  1832.  The  six  last  items  are  taken  from  the 
Treasury  Statement  of  May  last. 


*To  exhibit  the  true  character  of  this  Bill,  I  will  here  state,  thai 
taking  the  whole  importation  of  the  year  1830,  ($58,130,675)  it  ap 
pears  from  Col.  Drayton's  own  statemenl,  that  $29,120,629  were  of 
protected  articles,  leaving  for  the  unprotected  and  free  articles, 
$29,010,046— on  which  there  will  be  levied,  under  the  New  Bill,  a 
nett  revenue  (after  deducting  drawbacks,  adding  the  duties  omitted 
and  the  valuation  of  the  pound  sterling)  on  the  protected  articles 
of  $10,224,595,  and  on  the  unprotected  and  free  nrliclex  of  only 
$3,227,353.  A  statement,  with  which  I  have  been  furnished  exhi- 
biting this  result,  is  hereto  annexed:  t 

;  Pulling  out  of  view  other  clear  indicatipns  of  the  spirit  by  which 
Hie  late  Congress  was  animated  in  the  arrangement  of  the  Tariff, 
there  were  four  distinct  propositions  made  by  myself  in  the  Senate, 
ipil  cordially  and  zealously  supported  by  the  Southern  members; 
the  t'ate  of  which  left  not  a  shadow  of  doubt  on  my  mind  as  to  the 
real  sentiments  of  the  Tariff  party,  or  the  principles  intended  to  be 
embodied  in  the  New  BIN.  The  first  was  my  amendment  to  Mr. 
Clay's  Resolution,  by  which  I  proposed  to  bring  down  the  duties 
gradually  to  the  revenue  standard,  adjusting  them  on  the  protected 
and  unprotected  articles  on  principles  of  perfect  equality.  My 
proposition  was  treated  by  the  Tariff  majority  as  a  scheme  to  de- 
stroy the  manufacturers,  by  pledging  Congress  to  the  ultimate 
abandonment  of  the  protecting  system,  which  it  was  declared  had 

tSTATEMENT 


Value    of 
imports  on? 
year  to 
Sept.  1830. 

Duties  as 
modified  by 
Act  of  Julv 
1832. 

Amount    of 
duties  after 
deducting 
drawbacks 

Whole  importations, 
Add.  omissions   in   the 
duties,* 

58;  130,675 

15,136,959 
324.989 

15,451,948 

13.451,948 

Protected  articles, 
Add  duties  omitted, 
Add  difference  in  the 
pound  sterling, 

Unprotected  articles, 
Free  articles, 

29,120,629 

20,170,046 
8,848,000 

10,962.710 

324,989 

336,890 

11.734,595 
3,727353 

10,224,595 
13,227,353 

58.130,675 

15,451,948 

13,451,948 

*  These  consist  ot  over-estimates  of  reductions  on  woollens, 
cotton  bagging,  twist,  yarn,  hardware,  &c. 

$  Col.  Dray  ton  makes  this  amount  greater,  but  this  arises  from 
his  having  taken  from  the  gross  amount  of  duties  to  which  had  been 
added  the  change  in  the  pound  sterling,  the  duties  on  the  protected 
articles,  without  adding  thereto  the  change  lu  the  pound  sterling:. 


I  become  the  settled  policy  of  the  country.  It  was  said  that  while 
an  immediare  reduction  to  the  revenue  standard  would  be  "  sudden 
destruction  to  the  manufacturers," — a  gradual  reductionwould  be 
"slow  poison"  and  my  proposition  was  rejected.  My  next  motion 
was,  to  add  to  the  clause  of  the  Bill  imposing. a  duty  of  16  cent*  a 
yard  upon  flannels,  a  PROVISO  that  the  duty  should  in  no  case  exceed 
50  per  cent.  I  had  in  my  possession  documents  derived  from  me 
chantile  men,  who  had  long  been  engaged  in  the  sale  both  of  ll 
foreign  and  domestic  article,  shewing  that  flannels  of  the  descri 
tion  used  by  the  great  mass  of  the  laboring  people  in  both  Coi ' 
iries,  could  be  purchased  in  England  at  8  cents,  equal  to  10  or 
cents  the  square  yard,  making  the  proposed  duty  on  coarse  Han 
used  by  the  poor  160  per  cent,  while  on  the  liuest  descriplio 
ilannels  used  by  the  rich,  the  duty  was  but  3*2  per  cent.  Yet  t 
proposition  was  rejected,  on  the  ground  that  a  duty  of  50  per  cent 
\vas  insufficient  for  the  effectual  protecaion  of  the  American  mafll 
f'acturer  of  flannels,  while  the  discrimination  between  the  fi::e  and 
the  coarse  article  was  justified  on  the  ground  that  it  was  the  c 
flannels  which  were  chiefiy  manufactured  in  this  country.  ; 
wnable  to  construe  this  vote  in  any  other  way,  than  that  the  pro^^H 
ing  system  was  to  be  maintained  inviolate,  howr.ver  uujustly,  une- 
qually, and  oppressively  it  might  operate  upon  the  uominuiiH 
surely  if  there  be  any  one  article  in  the  whole  catalogue  of  ou'i* 
domestic  and  foreign  productions  which  the  people  at  large,  nnW 
especially  the  poor,  have  a  right  to  obtain,  subject  to  the  smallest 
amount  of  taxation,  it  is  an  article  like  flannels,  which  is  essential 
to  the  comfort,  health  and  safety  of  their  families;  an  article  too, 
in  relation  to  which,  the  manufacturers  had  long  enjoyed  a  com- 
plete monopoly,  and  must  have  acquired  skill  from  ample  expe>- 
rience.  It  is  true  that  the  duty  on  this  article  has  been  reduced 
from  22  to  16  cents,  but  on  the  coarse  flannels  this  reduction  is 
merely  nominal,  the  duly  still  exceeding  100  per  cent  and  being 
actually  prohibitory,  und  surely  it  can  make  no  difference  whether 
prohibition  be  effected  by  a  duty  of  50  or  200  per  cent.  Mv  next 
proposition  \vasloslrike  out  that  fraudulent  device — the  minimums  on 
Cottons,  by  which  an  article  costing  5  or  6  cents  a  yard,  was  to  "be 
d-eerned  and  taken  and  to  have  cost  35  cents."  and  to  pay  duty  ac- 
cordingly. My  colleage  Mr.  JMcDufSe  had  attempted  the  same 
thing  in  the  other  House,  confining  his  motion  to  those  coarse 
Cottons  only,  which  Mr.  Appleton  and  others,  had  declared  could 
enter  into  successful  competition  with  liiitish  Cottons  in  all  the 
markets  of  the  world,  an'd  which  of  course  no  longer  stood  in  need 
of  protection  at  home.  It  has  been  asserted  that  In  the  New  Bill 
''the  minimum  principle  has  been  given  up."  This  however  is  not 
the  case.  On  WOOLLKN  GOODS  the  minimums  have  been  abolished, 
and  an  equivalent  advantage  secured  or  intended  to  be  secured  to 
the  manufacturers,  by  inflicting  upon  the  importers  of  this  article, 
the  grevious  imposition  of  cash  duties;  by  a  change  in  the  valuation 
of  the  pound  sterling,  fa  measure  by  the  bye  bearing  with  peculiar 
hardship  upon  the  trade  with  England.)  and  by  increasing  the  duly 
upon  woollens  costing  more  than  35  cents,  from  45  to  50  per  cent. 
But  with  regard  to  COTTON'S,  the  minimums  have  been  regained, 
and  yet  with  regard  to  this  article,  it  was  not  pretended  to  be  de 
«ied  that  from  the  skill  acquired,  and  the  command  for  the  r,aw  mate- 
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rial  at  the  cheapest  rates,  the  time  had  come,  ifit  was  ever  to  arrive, 
when  the  minimum  principle  (umler  which  the  duties  ran  up  to  up- 
wards of  100  percent,)  might  be  safely  abolished.  My  motion  to 
strike  out  the  minimums  on  Cottons,  (which  would  have  left  the  du- 
ly on  that  article  at  25  per  ceut.)  was  accompanied  by  a  provision 
that  t/ie  duty  on  raw  Cottons  should  be  reduced  to  15  per  cent  ad  va- 
lorem— a  motion  which  I  was  induced  to  make  in  order  to  shew  to 
..Our  opponents  thnt  we  claimed  no  protection  for  this  great  staple 
of  tne  South,  beyond  that  which  was  to  be  derived  fionvfree  trade 
and  unrestricted  industry-  My  motion  failed  entirely,  it  was  said, 
that  though  coarse  Cottons  did  not  stand  in  need  of  any  protection 
H^u  time,  yet  it  was  wise  "  to  keep  up  the  fences,"  by  which  a 
ruinous  foreign  compewioo  might  be  kept  out.  In  this  vole,  I 
thought  1  saw  unequivocal  indications  of  a  fixed  and  settled  purpose 
on  the  part  of  our  opponents,  never  to  suffer  any,  even  of  the  out 
works  of  thei;  system  to  be  demolished.  My  last  prnposision  was, 
that  a  general  proviso  should  be  inserted  nt  the  end  of  the  Bill,  de- 
claring that  the  duties  imposed  by  it  should  in  no  case  exceed  100 
percent.  I  knew  that  the  principle  on  which  the  Tariff  party  in 
Congress  were  acting,  was,  that  "  adequate  protection"  was  to  be 
afforded,  no  matter  at  what  cost.  My  object  in  making  this  motion 
therefore,  was,  to  obtain  a  recognition  of  the  principle,  that  if  any 
manufacture  could  not  be  carried  on  without  a  protecting  duty  ex- 
ceeding \QOpercent,  it  was  not  the  policy  of  the  country  that 
it  should  be  sustained,  or  that  our  opponents  should  be  driven  to 
the  distint  assertion  of  the  contrary  principle,  and  to  the  admission 
at  the  same  time  of  the  fact,  that  there  were  manufactures  which 
would  enjoy  a  protection  o(  more  than  100  per  cent  under  the  New 
Bill,  and  to  which  such  an  amount  of  protection  was  deemed  in- 
dispensible.  As  my  proviso  could  only  operate  on  cases  of  ihis 
description,  there  could  of  course  be  no  possible  objection  to  it  in 
any  other  view,  and  I  must  do  my  opponents  the  justice  to  say,  that 
where  our  demands  did  not, come  into  conflict  with  their  own  im- 
mediate interest,  they  have  at  ail  times  manifested  a  most  praise- 
worthy disposition  to  comply  with  our  wishes.  In  making  Ihis  mo- 
tion I  stood  prepared  to  shew,  that  the  duties  under  the  New  Bill 
on  the  inferior  qualities  of  salt  and  sugar,  on  common  English  rolled 
iron,  on  a  variety  of  articles  of  hardware,  on  coars*  flannels  and 
Cottons,  and  many  other  protected  articles,  exceeded  100  per  ct. 
and  I  distinctly  submitted  ihe  question,  whether  protection  was  to 
be  carried  up  to  an  amount  exceeding  100  per  cent.  This  motion 
Likewise/ailed.  It  was  in  consequence,  as  I  believe,  of  the  disposi- 
tion manifested  by  the  majority  in  relation  to  these  several  mo- 
tions, that  Mr.  Tazewell  of  Virginia,  who  had  with  great  pains 
prepared  a  Bill  which  he  had  intended  to  offer  as  a  compromise, 
abandoned  his  purpose,  deeming  all  further  opposition  vain.  I 
think  I  cannot  be  mistaken  when  I  say,  that  on  the  final  rejection 
of  this  last  proposition,  there  was  not  a  free  trade  man  in  Ihe  Se- 
nate who  did  not  see  and  frel,  that  all  hope  was  at  an  end,  so  far  at: 
least,  as  depended  upon  Congress.  Such  at  least  was  the  deep  and 
settled  conviction  left  upon  my  mind.  I  so  declared  in  my  place 
in  the  Senate  Chamber  at  the  time — I  have  said  so  in  the  Address 
to  the  People  of  South-Carolina,  and  I  here  solemnly  repeat  that 
declaration. 
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Reference  having  been  made  in  a  recent  publication  by  Colonel 
Drayton  to  the  Address  of  the  Senators  and  six  oi  the  Representa- 
tives of  South  Carofina,  to  the  people  of  this  State,  it  becomes 
proper  that  I  should  advert  to  some  of  his  remarks,  which  cannot 
be  passed  over  with  due  respect  to  the  source  from  whence  they 
proceed.  Col.  Drayton  asserts,  in  various  passages  in  his  Address, 
"that  the  New  Bill  was  a  COMPROMISE,  the  conditions  of  whiflj| 
were  understood  to  be.  that  the  advocates  of  restriction  .vhould 
sent  to  a  considerable  reduction  in  the  rate  of  protective  du 
and  in  the  amount  oi  the  revenue  to  be  collected  from  im 
and  that  some  changes  should  be  made  in  those  parts  of  the  syst 
where  its  pressure  Wc.s  peculiarly  obnoxious — that  the  majority 
quiesced  in  this  compromise — that  he  himself  called  unori  the 
friends  of  free  trade  to  endeavor  to  obtain  an  amelioration^! 
system  by  compromise  with  Ihei  r  opponents,  and  to  postponU 
forts  Jor  its  repeal  to  a  future  and  more  auspicious  ptriod  -that  the 
compromise  which  he  recommed  was  intended  to  meet  the.  exty 
crisis — for  which  an  immediate  remedy  was  necessary — that  tha 
remedy  could  not  be  administered  without  the  co-operation  of  the 
friends  and  adversaries  of  protection — that  this  co-operation  to  the 
extent  which  has  been  stated,  was  obtained— nnd  finally,  that  in  the 
compromise  which  the  restrictionists  declared  themselves  willing 
to  enter  into,  they  did  not  agree  to  abandon  protection,  which  they 
claimed  as  aright  -and  that  it  was  unconnected  with  any  compact 
express  or  implied,  as  to  the  settled  policy  of  the  country,  or  as  to 
the  true  construction  of  the  powers  to  lay  and  coltert  taxes,  or  to 
regulate  commerce."  I  think  have  here  iairly  collected  from  the 
Address  all  that  is  material  in  relation  to  this  point — except  that 
Col.  Dmyton  intimates  "that  though  the  majority  acquiesced  in 
ihi*  compromise,  it  was  not  so  executed  as  to  be  free  from  objec- 
tions,"  and  that  "  the  partizans  of  Nullification"  (meaning,  I  pre- 
sume, a  majority  of  the  Representatives  from  Georgia  and  South- 
Car«-lina,  and  the  other  Southern  members  who  voted  against  the 
Bill.)  "  did  not  subscribe  to  these  terms"  Now,  for  myself  and  in  be- 
half of  my  colleagues,  with  whom  I  acted  on  that  occasion, 
I  can  only  say  that  we  were  no  parties  to  any  such  compact,  whe- 
ther express  or  implied.  I  remember  to  have  heard  rumors  in 
Washington  that  surh  an  arrangement  had  been  proposed  by  some 
of  the  supporters  of  Mr.  Van  Buren,  who  deemed  it  necessary  to 
quiet  the  claims  of  the  South,  in  order  to  smooth  his  way  to  the  suc- 
cession, hut  I  was  riot  aware  of  the  fact  that  any  compromise  what- 
ever had  been  acceesed  or  needed  to  on  the  subject.  The"  parli- 
zans  of  Nullification"  could  noi  have  subscribed  to  terms,  concern- 
ing which  they  \vere  not  consulted.  We  were  not  admitted  to  the 
counsels  of  thul  majority — who  it  now  seems  in  order  "to  meet  the 
crisis"  by  an  immediate  remedy,  were  willing  to  postpone  all  efforts 
for  the  repeal  rf  the  protecting  system  to  a  more  convenient  sea- 
son. If  I  had  consented  to  enter  into  a  '•  co-operation"  with  the 
friends  of  protection,  and,  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  such  a 
compromise  into  effect,  had  voted  for  the  New  Bill,  and  such  a 
vote  had  been  cited  to  prove  that  I  was  inconsistent  and  treacher- 
ous to  my  duty,"  I  might  have  urged  (I  will  not  say  as  a  "  subter- 
fuge'')—-that  "'by  declining  t- VOIP  for  the  Act  of  1832,  I  would 
have  virtually  contributed  to  rivet  upon  my  fellow- citizene  the 
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greater  oppression  of  1828"— but  I  should  have  been  '-'confounded 
and  silenced  by  the  reply"— that  the  South-Carolina  delegation, 
even  if  they  had  been  unanimous  on  the  subject,  had  no  authority 
to  barter  away  the  rights  of  their  constituents — thnt  by  becoming 
parties  to  an  arrangement  in  which  there  was  no  stipulation  wbat- 
£ver,  that  the  protecting  system  was  to  be  eventually  abandoned,  or 
•ny  further  reduction  of  the  duties  hereafter  to  be  made.  \ve  had 
•actually  closed  the  door  to  hope  and  delivered  our  fellow-citizens, 
Bound  hand  and  foot  into  the  power  of  the  manufactures;  for  surely 
|p  man  can  be  so  bind  as  not  to  see,  if  the  late  Bill  is  be  considered 
"  compromise,"  that  an  implied  obligation  is  imposed,  that  we 
quietly  submit  to  its  provisions,  and  they  must  have  formed  a 
fcfferent  opinion  of  the  spirit  by  which  the  Tariff  party  are 
.rned,  from  (hat  which  I  entertaitj — who  suppose,  lhat  with  a 
Kt  understanding  on  their  part  that  we  will  submit  to  theop- 
^kn,  there  can  remain  any  hope  for  the  South.  To  expect  any 
further  IT iiijotion  of  duties  on  the  protected  articles  under  such  cir- 
umst.ances.  would,  it  seems  to  me,  be  as  extravagant,  as  to  expect, 
^HHhe  garrison  of  a  fort  should  lay  down  their  arms  and  surren- 
der at  discretion,  in  the  expectation  of  being  permitted  to  resume 
them,  and  march  out  with  all  the  honors  of  war.  It  would  be  al- 
most as  absurd,  as  to  summon  a  fortress  to  surrender,  with  a  decla- 
ration that  if  the  garrison  did  not  capitulate,  we  would  raise  the 
siego.  I  will  not  say  what  effect  the  New  Bill,  passed  as  it  has  been 
in  spite  of  the  remonstrances  arid  protests  of  a  majority  of  the 
delegations  of  South-Carolina  and  Georgia,  and  of  a  large  portion 
of  the  Representatives  of  the  other  Southern  States,  may  have  on 
our  future  prospects;  but  this  I  will  say,  that  if  these  "  partizans  of 
Nullification,"  as  Col.  Drayton  has  been  pleased  to  call  them,  had 
"united  with  him  in  receiving  that  Bill  as  a  compromise,  the  door  to 
hope  would  have  been  effectually  and  forever  closed.  With  re- 
gard to  the  idea,  that  in  voting  for  such  a  measure  no  sanction  was 
given  to  the  principle  of  protection,  which  it  is  admitted  is  embra- 
ced in  it.  or  to  the  gross  inequality  and  injustice  of  its  provisions, 
but  simply  a  preference  expressed  for  it  over  the  Tariff  of  1828, 
"  as  a  choice  of  evils,"  I  can  only  say,  that  for  myself,  I  utterly  dis- 
claim the  right  of  a  majority  of  Congress  to  impose  upon  me  an 
obligation,  by  my  own  vote,  to  inflict  upon  my  constituents  one  or 
the  other  of  two  measures,  both  unconstitutional,  oppressive,  and 
uwjust.  They  only  are  the  authors  of  the  evil,  who  commit  the 
sin,  and  a  ruffian  might  just  as  well  make  me  a  participator  in  the 
guilt  of  murder,  by  requiring  me  to  decide  whether  his  dagger  shall 
be  planted  in  the  bosom  of  my  brother  or  my  son,  as  for  a  majority 
in  Congress  to  require  me  to  choose  between  two  such  Bills,  as  the 
Tariff  of  1828,  and  the  Tariff  of  1832  The  plain  dictates  of  mo- 
rality, as  well  as  of  cam  rnon  sense,  it  seems  to  me,  require  us  in  all 
such  cases,  after  honestly  using  our  utmost  efforts  to  accomplish 
what  is  right,  to  leave  the  responsibility  with  those  who  have  the 
power  to  do  justice,  yet  resolvp  to  commit  injustice.  I  freely  ad- 
roit, that  there  may  be  questions  of  mere  expediency  in  which  a 
sound  discretion  in  'his  respect  must  be  exercised:  but  in  questions 
of  principle  we  have  no  right  to  choose  tlip,  ^•••^c,  to  avoid  the  great- 
er evil,  or  in  the  language  ^f  holy  writ."  t>  that  good  may 
conte  of  it."  In  the  particular  case  betoie  us,  the  difference  between 
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refusing  to  vote  for  the  repeal  of  the  Tariff  of  1828,  by  voting  fur  a 
bill  -qually  objeclionabk  in  principle,  and  actually  voting  for  (hat 
Tariff,  wouldbethe  same  in  my  estimation  as  remaining  bin  ne- 
down  by  an  oppression  forced  upon  us  in  spite  of  oursti-uggles,  and 
"forging  the  ciiains  ourselves  by  which  our  liberty  is  manacled. M 

The  diffeience  between  finding  ourselves  in  a  state  of  "  colonial 
vassalage,"  brought  upon  us  by  the  injustice  of  others,  and  ente 
into  a  compromise  to  remain  so,  until  from  a  returning  sense  of 
tice,  our  oppressors  shall  consent  to  our  release.     What  woul 
ancestors  have  said  of  a  proposition  to  effect  a  partial  repeal  < 
Stamp  Act,  or  to  reduce  the   tax  on  tea  to  2d  a  pound,  pro 
they  would  assent  !o  the  provisions  of  the  ne.iv  bill,  as,  "  a  choi 
«vils?"     I  have  read  all  the  lessons  inculcated  by  the  histo 
Revolution  in  vain,  if  such  a  proposition  would  not  have 
dignanlly  rejected  from  one  end   of  the  country  to  the  o 
would  have  been  said,  and  said  truly, that  such  a  compr 
volved  the  admission  of  the  very  point  in  dispute,  and  w 
them  without  hope,  except  in  the  tender  mercies  of  a 
irresponsible  to  them. 

It  has  been  asserted  by  Col.  Drayton,  that  Mr.  McDuH 
contained  as  plain  an  admission  of  the  protecting  princh^^H 
legislating  for  Hie  continuance  of  some  protecting  itetnifl 
single  year,  as  by  legislating  for  them  al),  without  any  nmi 
as  to  time."  If  appears  to  me  however,  that  there  is  a  ve^f  mani- 
frst  distinction  between  a  Bill  providing  for  the  eventual  reli^^^H 
rncnt  of  (he  protecting  principle,  already  introduced  in  the  legisla- 
tion of  tUo  country,  and  a  Bill  retaining  that  principle,  and  making 
•  o  provision  whatever  for  its  abandonment  But,  in  this  case,  Mr. 
McDuffic's  Bill  was  to  have  gone  into  operation  immediately,  and 
before  the  public  debt  was  paid.  And  surely  higher  duties  might, 
<»n  the  soundest  principles,  be  imposed,  while  there  was  a  charge  of 
$12,000,000  per  annum  on  the  Treasury,  than  could  be  justified  af- 
ter that  charge  was  removed.  By  Mr  Duffle's  Bill,  the  du-.ies  on 
the  protected  articles  were  to  be  reduced  to  12j  per  cent,  thereby 
souring  an  abandonment  eventually,  of  the  principle  of  protec- 
tion— whereas  by  the  New  Bill,  duties  of  40  and  50  per  cent,  and 
upwards,  are  imposed  on  the  same  articles,  alter  the  final  extinction 
of  the  public  debt.  By  the  one,  the  abandonment  of  the  protecting 
principle  was  secured,  by  the  other,  as  I  humbly  conceive,  it  has 
been  established.  And  there  is  this  further  difference  between 
these  two  Bills,  that  while  the  former,  as  a  Bill  of  compromise, 
would  have  satisfied  the  South,  the  latter  is  satisfactory  only  to  the 
manufacturers. 

I  will  now  proceed  to  notice  certain  alledged  errors,  which  Cot. 
Drayfon  has  kindly  undertaken  to  point  out  in  the  Address  of  the 
majority  of  the  South  Carolina  Dalegation.  Col.  Drayton  com- 
mences his  comments  upon  that  Address,  by  intimating  that  more 
than  common  accuracy  was  to  have  been  expected,  "because  it  must 
be  presumed  to  have  been  drawn  up  with  the  utmost  deliberation  ;" 
and  then  goes  on  to  express  his  surprise  at  the  statement  made  in 
the  Address,  "  that  the  burthens  of  the  protecting  duties  are  decid- 
edly increased,  estimating  the  cash  duties  and  diminished  credits, 
and  they  now  stand  at  average  of  more  than  50  per  cent,  while  the 
dulr««!  on  the  unprotected  articles,  which  upon  every  principle  «f 


14 

equality  and  justice,  should  sustain  the  principal  part  of  the  bur* 
thens  ot  taxation  are,  with  »  few  inconsiderable  exceptions,  eivirely 
repealed—"  when  ("says  Col.  D.)  the  amount  of  all  the  duties  declar- 
ed free  by  the  Act  of  1832,  are  estimated  in  the  statement  of  (he  Trea- 
sury at  no  more  than  $400,000  "  Now,  if  the  authors  of  the  Address 
had  committed  so  gross  and  palpable  an  error  as  that  into  which 
sCJol.  Draytoi)  has  here  fallen,  it  might  have  been  urged  <is  an  excuse 
jbr  them,  that  though  the  principles  on  which  the  Address  is  based, 
and  the  general  character  of  the  New  Bill  had  been  maturely  con- 
sidered., yet  as  far  as  related  to  the  details,  it  must,  of  necessity 
have  been  very  hastily  prepared,  inasmuch  aj  it  was  written  and 
printed,  in  the  city  of  Washington,  after  the  passage  of  the  New 
Hill,  and  before  the  adjournment  of  Congress,  which,  as  Col.  D. 

^^•ows,  embraced  a  period  of  only  one  or  two  days.  The  authors 

I    '    e  \Address  were   not  in  sufficient  favor  at  the  Treasury  to  be 

'.':•••     fed  with  a  statement,  kindly  prepared  for  their  use;  and  yet, 

•fcyton,  laboring  under  none  of  these  disadvantages,  after  a 

^^H|  several  week*,  and  the  most  careful  preparation,  with  a 
;  ^Hp  document  in  his  hands,  comes  out  in  a  paper  of  so  "grave 
I  . -irMter,"  that  it  has  been  likened  to  "a  Voice  from  the  mount;" 
Hfch  "  it  must  be  presumed,  was  drawn  up  with  the  utmost 
delibtffition" — and  asserts  "  that  the  amount  of  all  (he  duties  de- 
clared free  by  the  Act  of  1832  is  no  more  than  $-400,000,"  when  it 
Appears  on  the  face  of  the  very  statement  itself,  on  the  authority  of 
which  this  most  extraordinary  assertion  has  been  made,  that  besides 
these  $400,000,  there  are  other  articles  declared  free  by  the  Act  oi 
1832,  to  the  amount  of  no  less  than  $2,708,634,  making  together 
the  sum  of  $3,108,631. 

Now  whatever  errors  the  authors  of  the  Address  may  have  com- 
mitted, they  have  certainly  committed  none  half  so  ex'raordinary 
or  unaccountable  as  this  into  which  Col.  Drayton  has  himself  fal- 
len. He  tells  us  expressly  that  his  support  of  the  New  Bill  depend- 
ed entirely  upon  the  amount  and  character  of  the  proposed  reduc- 
tions. Is  it  not  passing  strange  therefore,  that  he  should  have  given 
his  vote,  as  we  must  now  presume  he  did,  under  the  impression 
the  articles  made  free  uudrtr  the  Bill  amounted  only  to  a  few  hun- 
dred thousand  dollars,  when  in  truth  they  amount  to  upwards  of 
$3,000,000.  This  is  certainly  so  extraordinary  a  circumstance,  that 
if  he  had  not  himself  given  us  the  information,  it  would  hardly  have 
been  credited  in  this  community  If  Col.  Drayton  from  a  careful 
examination  of  the  provisions  ot  this  Bill,  had  ascertained  that  it  era- 
braced/rec  articles  to  the  amount  of  $3.000,000,  might  he  not  have 
changed  his  views  entirely  as  to  the  true  character  of  the  measure, 
and  even  now,  if  "the  pride  of  opinion,"  for  we  will  not  impute  r» 
him  "!he  last  of  power" — shall  not  be  suffered  to  influence  the  deci- 
sion, may  vve  not  hope  that  from  a  careful  re-examination  of  the 
provisions  of  this  Bill,  he  will  yet  discover  that  it  has  no  features 
of  compromise,  which  *;]p;M  to  render  it  acceptable  to  the  South. 
In  relation  to  the  otiier  nl'edged  error  said  to  have  been  committed 
by  the  authors  of  the  Address,  in  asse.  ting  that  the  "  burdens  of  the. 
protecting  duties  had  been  increased,  i&mating  the  cash  duties  and 
'dwinirhr.d  credit*  to  an  amount  which  was  believed  to  be  upwards 
of  u  million  of  dollars,"  it  will  be  seen  frem  the  very  form  of  the 
expressions  here  used,  as  well  as  the  whole  scope  and  character  ef 
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the  Address,  that  minute  accuracy  as  to  tiie  amount  e 
was  not  aimed  at,  and  under  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  must 
have  been  altogether  unattainable.     Our  opposition    to  th*>    J 
Bill  depended  in  no  degree  upon  the  question  whether  the  B 
to  effect  "  an  inconsiderable  reduction  on  the  protected  article 
to  increase  the  duty  by  an  equal  araetMit— a  few  hundred  thousand 
dollars  more  or  less  in'adjuptrng  a  revenue  of  25  or  oOmillionsj^^M 
of  little  importance  in  our  estimation."     The  general  character 
the  Bill  was  manifest  on  its  face— it  had  clearly  aggravated  thtfj 
equality  and  injustice  of  the  system,  by  greatly  reducing  or  takl 
off  entirely  the  duties  on  the  unprotected  articles,  \\hile  the  dutu 
on   the    protected  articles  remained  substantially  the  same, 
amount  of  reduction  on  the  latter  could  not  of  course  be  accurate-! 
ascertained.     In  the  Senate,  it  was  not  claimed   to  be  more  than  a 
few  hundred  thousand  dollars  ;  nnd  when  against  this  there  «j 
to  be  set  off  an  acknowledged  increase  of  duties  upon  some  artic 
together  with  the  introduction  of  new  and  oppressive  regulations, 
such  as  cash  duties,  diminished  credits,  and  change  in  the  PJ^H 
ling,  it  certainly  cannot  be  considered  strange  that  the  authors  of 
the  Address  should  have  espressed  the  belief  (and  they  did  not  ven- 
ture to  do  more  J   that  taking  all  these  into   consideration,  "the 
burdens  of  the  protecting  system  had  been  increased."     If  Withou 
the  advantage  of  any  new  Treasury  statement,  they  have  commit- 
ted even  greater  errors  than  those   which  have  been  laid  to  their 
charge,  it  would  certainly  hare  been  much  more  easily  accounted 
for  than  the  mistake   lately  committed  by  the  Treasury  itself  of 
near  one  million  and  a  half  of  dollar f,  in  the  estimated  amount  of 
reduction  on  the  tingle  article  of  cottons— or  that   committed  by 
Col.  Drayton  himself,  to  the  amount  of  three  millions,  which  we 
have  just  pointed  out.    In  making  estimates  of  this  nature,  it  is  im- 
possible to  obtain  any  ether  data  for  our  calculations  than  the  offi- 
cial statements  of  the  Treasury  ;  and  these  I  am  sorry  to  say  have 
been  so   contradictory,  as  to  furnish    but  feeble  lights  to  guide  us. 
through  the  labyrinth  of  complicated  calculations.     At  best  these 
statements  have,  so  far,  proved  but  blind  guides — often  contradic- 
tory and  irreconcileabie  with  each  other.     Mistake  after   mistake 
has  been  pointed  out,  and  error  after  error  detected.     Five   differ- 
ent reports  have  been  submitted  to  Congress  in  reference  to  the 
estimated  amount  of  reduction  on  the  protected  and  unprotected 
articles  under  the  various  Bills  that  have  been  before  that  body,  and 
by  assuming  the  nett  revenue  as  the  basis  of  the  calculation ,  in  one 
case,  and  the  grow  revenue  in  the  other  ;  in  «ne  case  taking  (be fis- 
cal, and  another  the  calender  year— including  the  drawbacks  in  one 
statement,  and  excluding  them  in  another — so  great  a  variation  has 
been  produced  in  the  results,  that   in  one  instance  the  amount  of 
reduction  under  Diekerson's  and  McLane's  Bills,  on  the  very  same 
articles,  to  be  made  free  under  both  Bills,  is  reported  to  be  $2,168,039 
under  the  former,  and  $6,607,761  under  the  latter. 

I  make  this  statement  with  no  view  of  casting  any  imputations 
upon  the  distinguished  gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Treasury  De- 
partment, or  impeaching  the  fidelity  of  his  agents — I  state  these  facts 
mere  for  the  purpose  of  shewing  why  it  is,  that  I  am  not  even  now 
disposed  to  rely  very  implicitly  on  the  accuracy  of  the  new 
Treasury  Statement,  which  Col.  .Drayton  assumes  as  conclusive -on 
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fill  the  points  in  dispute.     Without  going  into  minute  calculations 

the  subject,  I  will  here  take  up  the  statements  submitted  by  Col 

mself,  and  prove  from  his  own  skewing  that  the  former  estima- 

ra  reduction  on  the  protected  articles  has  heretofore  been  grossly 

exaggerated.     I  will  offer  to  the  public  the  data  which  will  enable 

fery  man  to  calculate  for  himself  whether  "the  burthen  of  the  pro- 

?tmg  system"  has  been  increased  or  diminished,  and  to  what  ex- 

;.    Let  it  here  be  borne  in  mind,  that  the  public  have  heretofore  been 
niade  to  believe,  that  a  reduction  had  actually  been  effected  "  of 
012,000,000,  of  which  upwards  of  $3,000,000  were  on  the  protect- 
ed articles."    It  is  now  admitted  by  Col.  Draytoti  on  the  authority 
'the  new  Treasury  Statement  fhere  will  be  a  reduction  of  only 
169,056  of  the  amount  of  duties  on  protected  articles,  and  in  the 
•  only  $5,187,078,  without  making-  on  the  former  any  de- 
tio»  for  the  "cash  duties,  diminished  credits  or  change  in  the 
sterling."     Col.  D.  has  in  a  note  calculated  the  amount  of 
.  ^^^$759,949,  which  being   deducted   from  the  $1,869,056, 
JiV&s  a  reduction  on  protected  articles  of  .$1,109,107,  and  it  this 
••-•••  >,t  be  deducted  from  the  "  aggregate  redaction"  as  stated  by 
Sol.  Dravion,  it  will  make  the  reduction   on  the  unprotected  arti- 
ts  under  the  New  Bill,  ia  round  numbers  about  $4,000,000,  whil* 
twill  be  seen  that  on  (he  protected  articles  it  is  but  a  little  more 
than  one  million.     But  on  looking  at  the  data  assumed  by  Col.  D. 
as  the  basis  of  his  calculation,  it  will  be  seen  that  while  in  stating 
the  aggregate  reduction  at  $5,187,078,  he  has  taken  the  nett  revenue 
(after  deducting  drawbacks  and  expenses  of  collection.)  in  arriving 
at  the  amount  of  reduction  on  the  protected  articles,  he  has  made 
bis  calculations  on  the  gross  revenue  (viz.  on  $15,126,959,  instead 
•f  $12,101,567.)    Now  it  is  eery  clear  that  the  same  data  must  be 
assumed  in  both  eases,  and  it  being  equally  clear  that  drawbacks, 
(being  the  amount  of  duties  restored  to  the  importer,  on  goods  that 
do  not  enter  into  the  consumption  of  the  country,)  constitute  no 
part  of  the  public  burthens,  the  nett  revenue  is  the  only  true  basis 
of  our  calculations     Leaving  out  "the  expenses  of  collection" 
and  deducting  the  assumed  amount  of  the  drawbacks  on  the  former 
and  present  duties  on  the  protected  articles  (according  to  Col.  D's 
estimate  of  these  duties)  would  reduce  the  amount  of  the  estimated 
Reduction  on  the  protected  articles  by  about  $200,000.    This  cal- 
culation has  been  carefully  made  by  more  skillful  accountants  than 
myself.    The  result  shews  that  200,000  must  be  deducted  for  draw- 
backs if  the  reduction  on  the  protected  articles  is  to  be  estimated 
on  the  nett  revenue  as  "the  aggregate  reduction"  has  been,  and  the 
amount  of  reduction  on  the  protected  articles,  is  thus  brought  down 
to  $909,107.     It  appears  also  that  there  is  an  error  of  $32,362,  be- 
ing a  mistake  in  calculating  the  difference  on  the  pound  sterling  on 
$14,511,657,  at  $1,075,160,  instead  of  $1.161,152,  the  duties  upon 
which  (at37f  as  stated,)  is  $436,890.  which  will  make  a  further  re- 
duction  of  $32,362  necessary.     Again,  Col.  Drayton  too  has  made 
no  allowance  for  the  increased  duty  on  cotton  bagging  or  rather  on 
Hessians  used  for  that  purpose,  on  which  articles  under  the  provi- 
sions of  the  New  Bill  there  will  be  an  aggregate  increase  of  duty 
according  to  the  statement  of  mercantile  men,  estimated  at  $3£,» 
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.  t     Again,  Col.  Drayton  has  made  no  allowance  for  \\ieincreast 
af  duly  on  various  articles  of  iron  manufactures,  u.ider  the  10 
12tu  clauses  of  the  second  section  ut  the  Act,  by  which  it  is  provi- 
ded, in  substance,  that  all   manufactures  of  iron  now  paying  ad  va- 
lorem duties  of  25  to  30  per  cent,  shall  pay  specific  duties,  varying 
from   3  to  9  cests  per  Ib.  if  the  later  shall  in  any  case  am.  unt  t 
more  than  the  former.     Immediately  on  these  amendments   being- 
proposed  to  the  l»\v.  I  received   a  inemorial  against  it  from  t 
enced  persons  in  Philadelphia,  representing  that  these  new  dut 
would  amount  to  an  enormous  increase  on  hardware,  in  some  cstsea 
carrying  up  the  duty  to  upwards  of  300  per  cent,  and  "  that  the 
erage  increase  on  coarse  articles  would  not  be  less  than  125  io  150  per 
cent.1'  In  the  letter  which  accompanied  that  mom   rial  it  was-'StjB^ 
"  that  if  the  Senate  should  pass  the  Bill  from  the  House  as  it 
would  be  impossible  to  collect  the  duty  on  hardware  without  break- 
ing erery  cnsk;  that  there  are  many  articles  which  would  require 
cutting  apart,  to  ascertain  by  weight  which  is  the  article  of  greatest 
value,  and  though  the  writer  was  unable  to  say  what  the  ii 
of  the  duty  would  be,  yet  it  would  not  fall  short  of  $500,000,  and 
would  probably  amount  to  nearly  a  million."     I  have  since  consul- 
ted nisrchants  in  this  city  extensively  engaged  in  theioiflB 
hardware,  and  they  concur  in  opinion  that  it  would  be  a  very  low 
estimate  to  set  down  the  increase  of  duty  on  those  articles  at^ 
000.     Again,  in  the  Treasury  estimate  of  the  reduction  of  the  duty 
on  WOOLLENS  (which  Col.   Drayton  has  adopted ,)  it  is  taken  for 
granted  that  the  whole  amount  of  negro  cloths  and  Kendal  cottons 
consumed  io  the  Southern  States— will  cost,  all  charges  included, 
less  than  35  cents;  and  will  therefore  pay  only  5,  instead  of  50  per 
cent  duty.     My  information  on  this  head,  is  very  different.     I  am 
assured,  that  according  to  present  prices,  very  little  if  any  can  be 
brought  in  under  this  low  duty      Taking  the  proportions  imported 
into  this  place  last  year,  when  the  prices  were  unusually  low,  near 
one-third  part  of  the  importations  would  come  under  the  50  per  ct. 
duty,  and  even  on  this  basis  a  deduction  would  have  to  be  made 
from  the  estimated  reduction  on  negro  cloth  of  $55.031.     But  in  a 
statement  with  which  I  have  been  furnished  by  one  of  the  most  re- 
spectable and  intelligent  importers  of  this  city,  it  is  asserted  "  that 

t  The  former  duty  on  cotton  bagging  was  5  cents,  and  on  Hes- 
sions,25per  cent.  By  a  Treasury  rule,  this  latter  article  of  a  certain 
weight  and  width  was  charged  with  duty  as  bagging  This  rule 
•was  rendered  nugatory  by  using  Hessians  of  less  weight  and  width. 
The  new  law  declares  that  the  duty  on  cotton  "bagging  shall  be  im- 
posed without  regard  to  the  weight  or  width,  and  was  intended  to 
bring  all  Hessians  used  for  bagging  under  (he  3}  cents  duty.  Ta 
king  it  for  granted  that  this  will  be  its  effect,  taking  the  whole  a- 
mount  of  cotton  bagging  imported,  and  supposing  400,000  bales  to 
be  packed  in  the  domestic  article,  the  duty  on  the  remainder  now 
supplied  by  Hessians  charged  at  3£  cts.  on  the  whole,  amounts  to  an 
increases  of  the  duty,  according  to  a  statement  furnished  by  a 
Charleston  merchant,  of  $32,989,  instead  of  a  diminution  of  $  10,- 
000,  as  stated  by  Col.  D.  making  an  over  estimate  of  reduction  of 
$42,000  on  Cotton  bagging. 
2* 


there  is  (be  fullest  assurance  derived  fromthe  latest  intelligence  frorft 
England,  that  wooll's  cannot  possibly  be  procured  there  at  such  a  low 
price,  as  will,  with  the  charges  added,  not  exceed  324  cents— for  to 
that  the  35  cents  minimum  is  reduced  by  the  new  valuation  of  the 
pound  sterling."     Making  the  estimate  on  this  basis,  it  appears  from 
us  statement  (which  is  annexed;  that  on  woollen  cloths  there  is  an 
tual  increase  of  duties  to  the  amount  of  $87,002,  instead  of  a  re- 
duction of  $129,305  according  to  ?he  Treasury  Statement,  making 
an  over  estimate  of  $216,307  on  this  single  article. j| 

But  Col.  Drayton  thinks  that  should  this  prove  to  be   the  case, 
e   aw  will  be  altered  to  accommodate  the  South.     If  my  collea- 
gue shall  ever   make   that  proposition,  I  apprehend  some  woollen 
manufacturer  in  Congress  will  whisper  in  bis  ear  that  the  limitation 
s  to  price  was  inserted  for  the  protection  of  the  domestic  manufac- 
turer, and  theretore  cannot  be  abandoned.     I  think  I  have  also  dis- 
overed  one  or  two  other  errors  in  this  new  Treasury  Statement, 
ich  need  correction.     The  duty  on   twist,  yarn  and  thread  re- 
pains  under  the  new  law  the  same  as  before,  and  yet  it  is  set  down 
le  new  statement  and  there  is  a  reduction  on   these  articles  of 
•21,598  ;  so  the  duty  on  sewing  si!k  has  been  increased  by  at  least 
0,  of  which  no  "notice  has   been  taken.     The   same  thing  as  I 
am  informed  by  one  ot  our  largest  importers  in  this  city,  has  taken 
place  with  regard  to  the  articles  called  saltinets  and  linseys— articles 
made  of  cotton  and  wool,  consumed  to  some  extent  at  the  South, 
and  the  consumption  constantly  and  rapidly  increasing.     These  ar- 
ticles under  the  old  law  paid  a  duty  of  14  cents  the  square  yard,  but 


By  Treasury 
follows: 


Not  exceed'g 

33$  e 
Not  exceed'g 

50  c 
Bxceed'g  50, 

not  over  2  50 


||  On  Woollen  Cloths. 
Statement  the  amount  imported  in  1830  was  as 


Value. 


Duty  paid 
in  1830. 


266,060 
452,743 

2,373,791 
81,721 

The  new  duty  witk 
144,870             the  valuation  of  the 
pound     sterling     at 
217,252             480     cents,     being 
precisely      54    per 
1,300,372          cent  on  $3,174,315 
50,349           amounts  to 

$3,174,315 

$1,712,834                      $1,714,130 
Add  for 
cash  duty 
ten    mos. 
inter'st  at 
6  per  cent.                85,706 

1.799,836 

Compare  amount  of  duty  in  1830,  1,712,834 

Which  will  shew  an  increase  by  the  new  Tariff  of  $87,002  tanta- 
mount to  an  addition,  of  2^  per  cent  on  the  import  value  of  all  wool- 
len cloths. 
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aot  coming  under  the  new  duly  of  5  per  cent,  which  is  expres^if 
confined  to    "  plains,   kerseys  and  kendal  cottons,  of  which  woof, 
shall  be  Ike  only  material,1'  will  have  to  pay  a  duty  of  50  per  cent, 
being  as  I  arn  told,  an  increase  of  about  tun  per  cent  on  the  former 
rate  of  duty.    I  have  not  been  furnished  however,  with  any  esti- 
mate of  the   amount.     In   estimating  the  amount  of  •'  the   public 
burdens"  under  the  Tariff,  the  cash  duties  have  in  general  heen  put 
down  at  5  per  cent.     Mercantile  men  have  estimated  it  at  ten  per 
cent  at  the  least.     I  have  taken  some  pains  both  at  Washington  and 
here,  to  ascertain  the  probable  value  of  the  advantage  derived  by 
the  merchant  from  having  a  standing  credit   with  the  Government 
for  an  average  period  of  ten  months  instead  of  being  compelled  to 
pay  the  amount  of  the  duties  in  cash,  and  J  find  the  general  opinion 
to  be,  that  it  is  equal  at  the  very  lowest,  to  from  10  to  12  per  cent, 
on  the  duty.     It  is  not  true  that  loans  to  any  amount  required,  can 
always  be  obtained  whenever  wanted — and  I  have  a  statement  now 
before  me,  made  out  by  a  mercantile  gentleman   of  the  highest 
character,  based  upon  the  difference  between  cash  and  credit  duties 
to  the  importing  merchant,   estimated  on  only  two  voyages  in  the 
year,  with  a  profit  of  »en  per  cent,  and  the  result  is  an  advantag 
equal  to  nearly  double  the  interest  of  the  money  on  the  whole  capitt 
employed.     The  cash  duties  and  diminished  credits  must  greatly  di- 
minish the  commercial   capital  of  the  country,  lessen  the  credits 
now  extended  to  retailers,  and  concentrate  the  business  in  the  hands 
of  a  few  large  capitalists.     These  new  regulations  of  our  trade,  inr- 
pose  heavy  "  burdens  upon  the  people"  which  cannot  be  estimated 
in  money,  but  they  have  impressed   my  mind  so  strongly,  that   I 
should  have  preferred  that  60  per  cent   had    been  imposed  upon 
•woollens,  rather  than  that  they  should  have  been  subjected  to  the 
payment  of  cash  duties — which,  from  this  example,   I  foresee  will 
soon  creep  into  the  Tariff,  in  relation  to  all  other  goods.     The  ob- 
ject of  this  regulation  was  to  advance  the  interests  of  the  manufac- 
turers by  hampering  commerce,  and  I  fear  this  is  an  object  that  will 
not  be  very  soon  relinquished.     Now  I  will  not  enter  into  any  sal- 
culation    to    show    what    will    become    of   Colonel     Drayton's 
estimated     reduction    of    $909,107,    on    the   protected    articles 
after  the  amounts  here  stated  shall   be  taken  from  it.     Every  one 
will  see,  that  according  to  the  highest  estimate,  not  only  the  who! 
reduction  will  be  absorbed,  but  that  there  would  be  a  considerable 
balance  the  other  way,  and  according  to  the  lowest,  the  reduction 
will  be  brought  down  almost  to  nothing.     According  to  my  view  of 
the  subject,  however,  it  is  perfectly  immaterial  whether  an  inconsi- 
derable amount,   more  or  less,  has  been  added  to,  or  snbstracted" 
from,  the   duties  on  the  protected  articles,  when  it  manifestly  an 
pears  from  Col.  Drayton's  own  shewing,  that  duties  to  the  amount 
of  three  millions  on  the  unprotected  articles  have  been  entirelu  re* 
peated,  and  upwards  of  a  million  more  taken  off,  while  the  duties  on 
the  protected  article  have  remained  substantially  unditninished  — 
\Vithtbese  data  before  them,  I  am  quite  willing  to  leave  the  nnblic 
to  make  the  calculations  for  themselves. 

If  such  an  arrangement  of  the  Tariff  as  this  is  to  be  regarded  as  a 
compromise  which  o-ight  to  satisfy  the  South,  then  I  can  only  sav 
that  I  have  greatly  mistaken  the  sentiments  of  my  constituents  and 
I  will  add,  that  we  have  for  eight  years  past  been  making  a  most 
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ieivaelesg  clamor  to  no  purpose  whatever,  for  I  will  venture  to  As- 
sert, that  at  any  moment  during  that  period,  (lie  slightest  intimation 
that  such  a  compromise  as  the  new  bill,  would  have  been  at  all  sa- 
tisfactory to  us,  would  have  been  instantl*  met  by  a  ready  and  cor- 
dial acquiescence  on  the  part  of  our  opponents  There  never  ha* 
been  an  instant  of  time,  if  Mr.  M'Dtiffie  or  any  gentleman  in  the 
confidence  of  the  Free  Trade  Party  of  the  South,  had  risen  in  hrs 
place,  und  proposed  to  compromise  the  difficulty  by  such  an  adjust- 
ment of  the  Tariff  as  is  contained  in  the  new  Bill,  when  such  a  pro- 
position would  not  have  been  eagerly  embraced,  and  the  contro- 
versy settled  forever.  And  this  for  the  plainest  reason  in  the  world, 
because  it  would  heve  been  regarded  as  a  concession  eminently  be- 
neficial to  the  manufacturers,  by  recognizing  and  establishing  the 
principle  of  protection,  by  repealing  the  duties  imposed  for  revenue, 
and  leaving  almost  untouched  the  duties  imposed  for  protection,  by 
leaving  (he  Soulh  subject  to  its  burdens,  and  the  North  in  the  en- 
joyment of  its  bounties,  by  taking  off  the  taxes  from  articles  of  luxu- 
ry consumed  chiefly  by  the  rich  and  on  which  the  duties  operated 
every  where  alike,  und  throwing  the  whole  burthens  of  the  govern- 
ment upon  those  very  articles  on  which  the  Tariff  Slates  receive  in 
bounty  more  than  they  pay  in  taxes  ;  the  very  articles  too  which 
are  the  fruits  chiefly  of  Southern  industry,  and  which  are  brought 
into  competition  with  the  manufactures  of  the  North.  In  estimat- 
ing the  value  of  the  concession  which  is  supposed  to  have  been 
made  by  the  new  Bill,  it  seems  to  be  entirely  forgotten,  tb&t  from 
the  fall  of  prices  which  have  taken  place  since  1S28.  in  order  to 
bring  down  the  specific  duties  to  as  low  a  rate  as  was  fixed  by  that 
act,  at  the  time  it  was  passed,  a  very  considerable  reduction  of  duly 
ivas  necessary.  Thus  $30  a  ton  upon  rolled  iron  is  a  higher  duty 
now,  when  it  can  be  purchased  in  England  at  $22,  than  $37  a  tori 
in  1828,  when  it  cost  upwards  of  $30;  and  so  of  almost  every  other 
article.  If  the  reduction  of  prices  be  taken  into  the  account,  I  am 
perfectly  satisfied,  that  the  duties  upon  those  articles  have  been 
greatly  increased  beyond  what  (hey  were  when  the  Act  of  1828 
vvas  passed.  But  there  is  another  aspect  of  this  question  entitled  to 
very  serious  consideration  ;  it  is,  that  ur.der  the  new  Bill  the  reve- 
nue will  propably  greatly  exceed  the  necessary  wants  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  that  very  large  sums  levied  upon  agriculture  and 
commerce,  and  brought  into  the  Treasury  merely  for  the  purpose 
of  affording  protection  to  domestic  manufactures — will  have  to  be 
divided  among  the  States,  or  made  the  subject  of  •'  a  disgraceful 
scramble,"  in  which,  according  to  Mr.  Jefferson,  '''they  who  are 
meanest  will  get  most" — a  system  by  which  one  portion  of  the 
country  is  to  be  impoverished,  in  order  that  another  may  be  cor- 
rupted. The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  has  chosen  to  make  his 
estimateof  the  future  revenue  of  the  couutry  on  (he  basis  of  the  re- 
ceipts of  the  year  ending  on  the  30th  of  September,  1830. 

In  estimating,  however,  the  probable  amount  of  (he  future  reve- 
nue of  the  country,  I  think  the  present  receipts,  or  those  of  the  last 
year,  or  the  average  receipts  of  the  last  six  years,  will  afford  safer 
grounds  on  which  to  make  our  calculations.  Let  us  see  what  will 
be  the  results  according  to  these  data. 


If  The  next  revenue  of  the  year  ending  the 

31st  Dec   1831,  (see  Sen.  Doc    No.  155 

was  $30,451,373 

From  which  lake  the  reduction-according 

to  the  new  Treasury  statement,  5,187,078 

And  we  have   a  nett   revenue  under  the 

new  bill  of  25,264,290 

From  which  take  the  average  expenditures 

of  the  Government  for  all  objects  excld* 

sive  of  the  public  debt 

And  we  have  a  surplus  of  $13/264,29* ; 

To  be  scrambled  for.  *~~ 

2.  The  estimate  in  the  annual  Treasury  Re- 
port of  the  probable  receipts  of  the  year 

1832  was  30,100,000 

From  which  take  the  estimated  reduction 

as  above  and  we  have  $24.91 2,923 

Of  nett  revenue,  being  $12,9!2,922  over  rnd  shorn  the  ordinary 

expenditures  of  the  Government,  to  be  scrambled  for. 

3.  The  average    nett    amounts  of  receipts 
from  the  customs  for  the  last  six  years 

is  $22,516,312 

To  which  add  the  public  lands,  &c.  accor-  3,500,000 
ding  to   the  receipts  of    last  year  and 

we  have  $26,016,3  H2 
Erom  which    take   the   proposed   reduc- 
tion 9,187,078 

And  we  have  $20,820,234 

Being  $8,829,234  more  than  the  ordinary  expenses  of  the  Go- 
vernment. Seven  millions  of  this  surplus  have  already  been  ab-. 
sorbed,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  at  the  very  next  session  of  Cou- 
gress  the  whole  of  the  remainder  will  be  provided  for,  unless  the 
proceeds  of  the  public  lands  shall  be  otherwise  disposed  of,  so  thai 
in  effect  after  relieving  the  country  from  an  enormous  public  debj, 
we  shall  remain  subject  to  nearly  the  same  amount  of  taxation  as  t'f 
the  public  debt  had  remained  undiminished. 

I  now  take  leave  of  this  painful  subject.  In  present  Jag  these 
views  to  my  constituents,  I  can  have  no  motive  under  Heaven  to 
deceive  them,  even  if  I  were  capable  of  such  baseness.  As  God  rs 
my  judge  it  would  hare  afforded  me  the  highest  satisfaction  to  have 
be'en  enabled  to  tell  them  that  "  all  was  not  lost,"  and  that  there 
was  still  hope  from  a  reaction  in  public  sentiment,  or  a  returning 
sense  of  justice  on  the  part  of  our  oppressors.  But  as  I  cannot 
bring  myself  to  think  so,  I  cannot  consent  to  say  so.  I  feel  bound 
to  warn  my  constituents  of  the  actual  condition  of  their  affairs,  and 
to  leave  it  to  THE  PEOPLE  to  determine  what  is  proper  io  such  an 
emergency  to  be  done.  As  a  faithful  Representative,  I  have  ieli 
myself  placed  under  the  most  solemn  obligations  to  state  my  hon- 
est conviction,  however  painful  may  be  the  truths  I  have  t<>  com- 
municate, and  to  whatever  imputations  I  m^y  thereby  be  subjected,, 
•t  heme  orabroad.  The  part  which  I  have  been  compelled  by  a 


sense  of  duty,  to  take,  has  been  as  painful  to  me  ns  it  must  o'i 
necessity   |lave  been  unprofitable.     A  Representative  in  Congress, 
refusing     to    enlist    under    the   banners  of    contending  chieftains 
struggling  for  power — standing  aloof  from  the  party  conflicts  of  the 
day — who  is  constantly  striving  against  the  extension  of  the  power 
and  patronage  of  the   Federal   Government,  and  endeavoring-  to 
Jscue  from  the  grasp  of  the  monopolists  their  ill  gotten  gains,  has  at 
t  but  a  thankless  office,  and  is  very  much  in  the  situation  of  one 
.'ho  should  undertake  to   tear   from  the  hungry  lion  his  prey,  or 
rob  the  lioness  of  her  young      If  I  could  have  felt  myself  at  liberty 
to  retire  from  tfae  unequal  conflict,  I  should  long  since  have  aban- 
doned the  field  in  dispair.     God  knows  I  have  no  other  interest  in 
this  matter  than  that  which  is  common  to  all  my  constituents.     If 
there  be  one   wish  nearer  to  my  heart  than  any  other,  it  is,  that  I 
oould  receive  an  honorable  discharge  from  this  warfare,  and  after 
Being  my  fellow  citizens  once  more  in  the  full  enjoyment  of  their 
tst  rights  and  our  country  restored  to  prosperity  and  peace,  that  I 
could  he  permitted  to  ret'ire  into  private   life  with  the    consoling 
eflection,  of  which  it  is  not  in  the  power   of  man  to  deprive  me, 
at  ua^uuced  by  the  blandishments,  and  nnawed  by  the  frows  s  of 
j>ow«r,  in  every  situation  in  which  I  have  been  placed,  I  have  been 
il  to  my  constituents.  That  the  Almighty  disposer  of  events  may 
ao  overrule  the  counsels  ofmen,a3  to  bring  good  out  of  evil, and  tho' 
"clouds  and  darkness  are  round  about  us,"  that  we  may  find  out 
the  way  to    LIBERTY  AND  SAFETY,  is  my  constant  prayer  to  Him 
who  holds  in  his  hands  the  destinies  of  nations. 

I  Lave  the  honor  to  be,  very  respectfullv,  your  fellow-citizen, 

ROBERT  Y.  HAYNE. 

To  Barnard  E.  Bee,  Arthur  Middleton,  Henry  Horlbeck.  John 
Huger,  Richard  W.  Cogdell,  William  Carson,  Edward  H.  Ed- 
wards,  Thomas  Cormick,  John  Wilkes,  Alexander  Gordon, 
John  L.  Nowell,  R.  W.  Seymour,  Henry  J.  Harby,  Francfe 
John  B.  Jrviug,  Esquires,  Committee-. 


' 


GEN.   HAYNE'S 

Rejoinder  to  Colonel  Dray  ton* 


To  the  Editor  of  the  Evening  Post : — 

SIR — I  beg  leave  to  submit  to  the  public  through  your  column^, 
a  few  observations  in  reply  to  Col.  Drayton's  remarks  in  the  Patriot 
•f  Friday. 

Col.  Drayton  seems  to  think  that  the  New  Tariff  must  be  consid- 
ered as  a  "  COMPROMISE,"  because  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
"offered  his  Bill  as  a  reasonable  scheme  of  compromise,  and  for 
the  adjustment  of  existing  differences" — because  that  scheme  "was 
declared  to  be  the  basis  of  the  Bill  reported  by  the  Committee  oa 
Manufactures,"  and  because"  a  majority  of  the  restrictionists  signi- 
fied their  willingness  to  accede  to  such  terms  of  compromise  ns  he 
has  referred  to  in  his  Address,  aud  which  he  understood  from  those 
\vi;h  whom  he  acted  the  friends  of  free  trade,  werr  acquiesced  in," 
Ac.  Now  on  this  statement  I  must  remark  first,  that  Coi.  Draytoa 
admits  that  "  these  terms  were  in  many  respects  not  carried  into  ex- 
ecution by  the  Act  of  1832."  NEXT,  that  the  Treasury  scheme  was 
much  mrtre  favorable  to  the  South  than  the  Hill  reported  by  the 
Committee  on  Manufactures,  especially  in  an  increase  of  the  duties 
on  woollens  from  30  per  cent  «s  recommended  by  the  Secretary,  to 
50  pf»r  cent,  and  also  in  the  change  of  the  pound  sterling.  And 
LASTLY,  that  if  the  Treasury  scheme  is  to  be  considered  as  "the 
basis  of  the  New  Bill,"  then  there  can  be  no  hope  of  any  further 
reductions,  since  it  was  explicitly  declared  by  (he  Secretary  him- 
self, that  it  was  a  part  of  his  scheme  that  the  arrangement  should  be 
one.  "PERMANENT  in  its  character,  and  NOT  LIABLE  TO  CHANGE  " 

Col.  D.  .«till  thinks,  however,  that  there  is  some  ground  for  hope, 
innsmui-h  as 'he  "improvements,"  Csrnall  and  unsatisfactory  as  he 
admits  thorn  to  be)  were  effected — "  though  the  Bill  containing  them 
was  voted  against  by  the  firmestfriends  of  protection  and  by'six  of 
our  delegates  in  the  House  of  Representatives."  Now  does  Col. 
Drayton  suppose  that  our  prospects  for  further  concession  would 
have  been  in  any  respect  improved — if  these  "  six  of  our  delegates," 
together  with  the  whole  of  the  Georgia  delegation,  [save  one]  and 
a  large  proportion  of  the  Representatives  from  the  other  Southern 
States — including  both  the  Senators  from  Virginia,  and  one  from 


ear.H  of  (he  States  of  North-Carolina,  Georgia,  Alabama,  and  Mu- 
sl.*sipiii  had  acceded  to  the  terms  ot  compromise,  and  v->ted  with 
Adam*  Clay,  Dicktrson  ami  Webster,  "and  a  majority  of  the  reslnc- 
finnists"  for  the  New  BH  ?  If  he  thinks  so,  I  »m  persuaded  h-  is 
greatly  mistaken.  Thf-  truth  is,  that  hut  for  our  strenous  and  un- 
compromising opposition  to  the  New  Bill,  its  provisions  would 
huve  been  much  worse  than  they  are,  and  even  if  they  he  any  sha- 
dow of  foundation  for  the  long-  cherished  hopes  ot  Col.  Drayton,  it 
must  rest  entirely  upon  the  fact,  that  the  above  mentioned  "  friend* 
of  free  trade  with  whom  I  acted,"  have  had  no  lot  or  part  in  this 
boasted  compromise. 

As  to  the  implied  obligation  "  to  submit  quietly  to  the  \ew  Bi7/," 
Col.  Drayton  -aid  those  who  acted  with  him,  arr  the  best  judges  of 
\its  extent.  But  I  v\ill  here  take  the  liberty  of  saying,  that 
thou  {h  "a  Representative  cannot  bind  his  successors  in  another 
Congress,"  yet  I  mnc;.  fear  that  all  ourfu'ure  applications  for  relief 
will  be  met  by  the  declaration,  that  the  South  has  no  right  to  com- 
plain of  a  Bill  parsed  by  the  votes  of  their  own  Representatives, 
or  to  relieve  themselves  from  a  compromise  entered  into  between 
"  these  friends  of  free  trade,"  and  a  majority  ot  the  restrictionists." 

In  relation  to  the  "  error."  which  I  charged  Col.  Drayton,  ot  his 
baling  set  dowM  the  amount  ot  article*  made  free  under  the  late 
Bill  a!  $400,0-0.  when  in  fact  they  amounted  to  $3.108.631,  the 
Colonel  ays  thnt  hi  =  expressions  are—"  when  the  amount  of  all  the 
duties  declared  free  by  the  Act  of  1832  are  estimated  by  the  Regis- 
ter of  the  Treasury  at  no  more  than  $4(K>,000,"  and  add  "  that  the 
duties  upon  other  a-  tides  declared  to  be  free,  are  not  estimated  but 
tiscertaino.d  from  official  data  and  therefore  required  no  estimation.'7 
He  admits,  however,  that  "  for  the  sake  of  clearness  he  ought  to 
have  specified  the  duties  repealed  which  had  been  ascertained  from 
official  data  as  well  as  those  which  had  been  estimated,  and  there- 
r-d  the  necessarv  addition  inserted  in  the  Patriot,"  &c  Now 
with  all  due  deference  to  Col.  Draytou  I  must  consider  this  explana- 
tion as  even  more  extraordinary  than  the  original  error.  How  the 
amount  of  "  n.'l  dudes  declared  free"  could  be  embraced  in  an  esti- 
mate, while  there  wa---  six  times  that  amount  actually  made-free  not 
i  <-!uded  therein,  is  entirely  beyond  my  comprehension.  How, 
"  ALL  the  duties  ma''e  fiee"  could  be  embraced  in  so  small  a  part, 
is  to  me  inexplicable:.  The  point  in  dispute,  was  not,  what  amount 
ef  ih'-  articles  made  free  under  the  Act  of  1832,  had  been  "  estima- 
ted ''  and  what  amennt  "especially  enumerated"  in  the  new  Treasu- 
ry statement— but  whether  the  authorsof  the  Address  were  right  ia 
asc<Tt:ng  that  the  duties  had  been  "  entirely  repealed,"  on  a  very 
l»rge  proportion  of  'he  protected  article^  Col.  Draytou  expres»es 
his  surp« ;i?e  thnt  "  such  an  a^sertio"  should  be  hazarded,  when  the 
amount  of  nil  the  duties  declared  free  by  the  Act  of  1832.  are  es<ima- 
tTM*  in  the  statement  of  (he  Treasury  nt  NO  MORE  than  $400,000,"  It 
is  impossible  for  language  to  be  more  explicit.  It  is  here  distinctly 
averted,  not  thnt  the  articles  -'estimated"  in  addition  to  these  "es- 
perinlly  -  numerated"  was  $400.000,  but  that  the  duties  on  "  ALL 
the  Rrticles  declared  free,  was  NO  M*RE  than  $400,000."  The  au- 
thors f>f  the  Address  had  as  Col.  Disyton  supposed,  greatly  magni- 
fied the  am  unt  of  ft- •«>  articles,  and  to  correct  their  error,  he  refers 
fo  Ae  Treasury  estimate  to  prove,  that  the  whole  amount  of  free 
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articles  under  the  New  Bill  was  $400,000  and  "  NO  MORK!"  It  is 
clear,  than  when  writing  that  part  of  his  Address,  Col.  Drayton 
must  have  overlooked  the  fact,  it  he  was  ever  acquainted  with  it, 
that  "  the  whole  amount  of  articles  rn  »de  tree  under  the  JNew  Bill," 
was  upwards  of  three  millions.  He  tells  us  now,  that  when  he 
gave  his  vote  for  the  Bill,  "  he  had  nol  calculated  what  the  repeal- 
ed duties  would  amount  to."  He  was  deceived  by  the  manner  in. 
which  the  new  Treasury  statement  was  made  up,  or  he  would  cer- 
tainly never  have  laid  so  grave  a  charge  to  his  colleague,  and  un- 
dertaken to  prove  it,  by  this  reference  to  an  estimate,  which  in  the 
aspect  now  given  10  the  case,  had  nothing  w  hatever  to  do  v\  ith  the 
question.  I  have  never  imputed  to  Col.  Drajton  any  intentional 
error.  This  error  has  been  corrected  by  himself — and  there  I  ana 
quite  witling  to  let  the  matter  rest.  The  true  amount  of  duties  on 
the  unprotected  articles  is  a  very  different  question  Col.  Dray- 
ton  submits  a  calculation  to  shew,  that,  (host  will  amount  to  $4,- 
357,564  I  have  heretofore  estimated  them  at  $3.2:27,353,  and  gi- 
ven  the  grounds  for  that  estimate.  The  difference  arises  from  my 
having  taken  into  the  account  Col.  Drayton's  over  estimate  of  re- 
ductions on  Woollens,  Cotton  Baling,  Hardware,  &c.  estimated 
at  $324,989,  and  Col.  Drayton  imputing  to  me  errors  not  commit- 
ted, and  cornmittiri?  them  himself.  Thus  he  says,  "  he  finds  in  ex- 
amining my  statement,  that  I  have  committed  an  erroi  tr>  the 
amount  of  $78,805,  by  adding  $436,890  to  the  amount  of  duties  on 
the  protected  article",  as  the  difference  arising  from  the  change  in 
the  pound  sterling,  without  adding  the  difference  arising  front  this 
change  in  the  unprotected  articles."  But  the  error  is  on  his  part 
and  not  on  mine,  as  he  will  perceive  at  oi-te,  if  he  will  »dvert  to 
the  fact,  (hat  the  sum  of  $15.451.943  includes •  fhe  difference  in  the 
pound  sterling,  and  so  likewise  does  the  sum  ot  $11,729.545,  the  du- 
ties on  the  protecied  articles.  The  diffpivnce  between  th->se  two 
sums,  must  of  course  be  the  amount  of  duties  on  the  unprotected 
articles,  including  the  charge  in  thepaund  sterling,  and  if  this  should 
be  again  added,  as  proposed  by  Col  Drayton,  it  is  evident  thai  it 
would  be  twice  charged.  Col.  Drayton  denies  having  committed  a 
mistake  amounting  to  $82,365  in  calculating:  the  difference  in  the 
pound  *terling,  inasmuch  as  '•  in  liis  calculation  he  did  not.  a.»surne 
the  difference  to  be  8  per  cent,  but  .>nly  7  2-5  "  Col.  Draylo--  has 
here  established  the  existenceof  hi«  error,  and  pointed  out  its  source. 
If  there  be  anv  truth  in  figures,  or  any  reliance  to  be  placed  i  :  the 
calculations  ot  skillful  accountant--,  'he  true  difference  in  'he 
change  of  the  pound  sterling  is  8  per  cent,  nnd  not  7  per  cehi 
sumedby  Col.  Drayton.  The  facts  and  calculations  on  b<>»h  «ides 
on  these  points  are  now  before  the  public,  to  whose  judgment  I 
cheerfully  leave  the  derision 

I  will  now  proceed  very  briefly  to  notice  some  of  the  remaining 
points  in  controversy  between  C<»l.  Dravton  :uid  myself. 

1st. — "The  duty  on  'wist,  yarn  and  thread.  w«s  ^tated  to  he  re- 
duced by  $21  598,  whe-i  the  duties  on  ;hese  articl--  em.'in  under 
the  New  'Viffthe  same  as  before."  Thi  C«»l.  Dravto*.  »<!mitsto 
be  an  error,  which  he  charge*  to  the  new  Treasury  Sf  ttement. 

2d — "  The  duty    on    sewing   silk   has    >•  -n    incre^  -  J  ST.^OO   of 
.which  no  notice  has  been  taken      This   i«  voth,-: 
error  in  tbe  Treasury  Statement.     To  which  «  to  be  added  the  in- 
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creased  duty  on  satinets  and  linseys,  and  on  syrup  from  the  cane,  (on 
which  last  article  it  appears  that  a  prohibitory  duty  has  been  impo- 
sedj  for  none  of  which  any  allowance  has  been  made. 

3,  Manufactures  of  Iron.  In  relation  to  these  articles,  I  have 
shewn  that  under  the  Proviso,  in  the  10th  and  12th  clauses  of  the 
2d  section  of  the  new  Act,  according  to  the  very  lowest  estimate, 
as  made  by  respectable  merchants  of  ibis  city,  ihe  increase  of  the 
duty  will  be  at  least  $200,000,  while  according  to  a  statement  re- 
cei'ved  from  Philadelphia,  it  will  tie  upwards  of  $500,000.  On  this 
point.  Col.  Orayton,  merely  says  "  that  he  does  not  know  the  basis 
on  which  it  is  assumed  that  the  statement  of  the  Register  of  the 
Treasury  is  erroneous."  &c.  Now  if  Col.  Drayton  will  turn  to  the 
Treasury  Statement  of  May  last,  he  will  see  that  in  the  esti- 
mate of  the  duties  on  hardware,  they  are  set  down  at  25  and  30 
percent  without  any  allowance  fur  the  increased  duties  under  the 
provisoe-,  which  as  I  have  shewn  on  a  former  occasion,  will  make 
41  an  average  increase  on  coarfe  articles  of  not  less  than  from  125  to 
IbOpercent  and  carry  up  the  duty  on  some  articles  to  upwards  of 
300  per  cent  "  The  Treasury  is  certainly  therefore  in  error  here.* 
The  amount  can  of  course,  only  be  estimated. 

4th..  Cotion  Bagging. — I  have  shewn  that  a  proviso  was  inserted 
iu  the  new  bill  for  the  express  purpose  of  bringing  the  article 
called  Hessians,  paying  a  duty  of  25  per  cent,  fand  which  is 
now  used  in  packing  much  the  largest  portion  of  the  cotton  of  the 
Southern  States,  under  the  new  duty  of  3$  cents,  which  on  this  ar- 
ticle will  so  greatly  exceed  the  old  duty,  as  to  amount  on  the  whole 
to  an  increase  of  the  tax  on  the  cotton  planters,  of  $42,000.  Col. 
Drayton  replies  that  this  will  depend  on  the  instructions  of  the 
Treasury.  It  may  be  so,  but  as  matters  now  stand,  we  must  apply 
the  law  to  the  existing;  rule,  and  thus  there  is  an  increase  of  the  tax 
upon  the  Southern  planters,  on  cotton  bagging,  an  article  on  which 
they  were  promised  a  great  reduction.  The  Sea  Island  planters 
may  not  be  affected  by  this,  but  the  "  Upland  Planters"  who  do 


*  I  will  give  a  case  or  two  by  way  of  example,  with  a  single  re- 
mark that  all  articles  made  of  rod,  hoop,  bolt,  sheet  iron  or  iron 
wire,  come  under  ike  provisoes. 

On  an  invoice  of  trace  chains  the  present  duty  on  which  at  25 
per  cent  amounted  only  to  $69,  the  duty  under  this  bill  fat  3  cents 
perlb.)  will  amount  to  $198. 

On  a  pare- 1  of  knitting  needles  now  paying  duty  of  $1  90,  the 
proposed  duty  will  be  $9. 

On  an  invoice  of  bed  screws  costing  $53,  and  paying  duiies  un- 
der the  existing  laws  of  only  $12  the  duty  under  this 'bill  will  be 

These  cases  have  been  furnished  from  the  most  unquestionable 
sources. 

A  practical  man  intimately  acquainted  with  the  subject,  writes 
me,  that  "  these  provisoes  will  double  the  duty  on  hardware  made 
of  common  sized  iron." 


not  use  a  yard  of  what  Col.  D.  calls  "the  bagging  of  good  quali* 
ty,"  will  have  to  pay  the  difference.  The  rich  may  be  benefitted, 
but  it  will  be  by  taking  a  larger  sum  out  of  the  pockets  of  the  poor. 

5th.  Negro  Cloth.— OH  this  point  1  have  not  assumed  that  none 
could  be  brought  in  under  the  5  per  cent  duty.  What  I  said  was, 
"  that  taking  the  proportions  imported  into  this  place  last  year, 
when  the  prices  were  unusually  low,  near  one-third  of  the  importa- 
tions would  come  under  the  50  per  cent  duty,  and  even  on  this  ba- 
sis a  deduction  will  have  to  be  made  from  the  estimated  reduction 
on  this  article,  of  $55.031" — and  I  then  annexed  a  statement  sub- 
mitted by  a  respectable  importer  of  this  city,  showing,  that  accord- 
ing to  present  prices  in  England,  '•  none  could  be  imported,  the 
price  of  which,  with  the  charges  added,  would  not  exceed  32£ 
cents,  to  which  the  35  cents  is  reduced  by  the  new  valuation  of  the 
pound  sterling."  On  this  basis,  the  increase  of  the  duty  on  wool- 
len cloths  would  be  $87,002,  instead  of  a  reduction  of  $129.305, 
The  only  point  in  the  case  is,  whether  the  article  can  be  imported 
under  the  new  duty,  and  to  what  extent  ?  I  have  given  the  evi- 
dence in  my  possession,  and  the  evidence  on  the  other  side  is  be- 
fore the  public.  I  have  nothing  to  add.  except  to  invite  Col.  Dray- 
ton's  attention  to  the  history  of  this  Negro  Cloth  duty,  as  recorded 
in  a  late  number  of  the  Banner  of  the  Constitution. 

P.  Drawbacks. — On  this  point,  I  alleged  that  Col.  Draytort,  ia 
adopting  the  Treasury  Statements,  of  $5,187,078,  as  the  aggregate, 
reduction  under  the  new  bill,  had  taken  the  nM  revenue  as  the  ba- 
sis of  his  calculation,  while  in  assuming  $1,867  056  as  the  amount 
of  reduction  on  the  protected  articles,  he  had  made  his  calculations 
on  the  gross  revenue,  without  deducting  drawbacks,  "  when  it  is 
clear,  that  the  same  data  ought  to  be  assumed  in  both  cases."  Col. 
D.  while  he  admits  the/ac/  here  charged,  says  "  that  a  reduction. 
was  made  by  him  for  drawbacks  in  the  aggregate,  and  it  does  not 
seem  to  him  that  they  have  any  connexion  with  a  comparative 
statement  intended  to  shew  the  reduction  on  the  amount  of  duty  on 
a  given  sum.''  But  the  very  point  of  comparison  in  this  case  was 
the  relative  amount  of  reduction,  under  the  new  Bill,  on  the  pro- 
tected and  unprotected  articles.  Col.  Drayton  states  the  case 
thus:  Reduction  on  the  protected  articles  $1,869,056— -in  the  og. 
gregale  $5,187.007 — from  which  it  would  seem  to  follow  as  a  matter 
of  course,  thai  the  reduction  on  the  unprotected  articles  must  be 
$3.317,951,  being  the  difference  between  these  two  sums.  But  it 
turns  out  that  the  amount  of  reduction  on  the  protected  article!? 
has  been  calculated  on  the  gross  revenue,  and  the  aggregate  reduc- 
tion on  the  nett.  Taking  the  nett  revenue  as  the  basis  of  both  cal- 
culations, the  statement  would  stand  thus  :  Reduction  on  the  pro- 
tected articles,  (according  to  Col.  Drayton's  estimate)  $1,666,- 
056,  on  the  unprotected  $3,520.952  :  aggregate,  $5.187,007.- 
Tbere  is  nothing  to  be  added  to  the  mere  statement  of  the  case — it 
speaks  for  itself.  This  calculation,  however,  is  founded  on  the  da- 
ta assumed  by  Col.  Drayton.  But  from  this  $1,666,056,  there  is 
still  to  be  deducted  $759,949,  Col.  D's.  own  estimate  of  the  cash 
duties—leaving  only  $906.107  as  the  amount  of  reduction  on  the 
protected  articles,  according  to  his  own  shewing — which,  accord 
ing  to  my  calculation,  would  still  be  subject  to  all  the  deductions 
hefore  mentioned.  I  will  only  add  that  Col.  Drayton  has  thrown 
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hate  his  list  ot  unprotected  articles  several  which  pcoperly  belong 
to  the  protected  class,  such  as  spirits,  and  a  number  of  other  arti- 
cles, the  duties  on  which  exceed  $100,000,000. 

r.  Fall  of  prices— Col.  Drayton  does  not  deny  that  the  specific 
duties  under  the  new  bill  may  exceed  their  rate  ad  valorem  under 
the  Act  of  182 ».  But  he  says  be  does  not  know  whether  any  fall 
has  taken  place  in  the  price  of  rolled  Iron,  and  that  at  all  events 
•'  it  will  be  diminished  in  a  ratio  proportionate  to  the  reduction  of 
duties."  Now  if  Col.  Drayton  will  turn  to  the  Blacksmith's  peti- 
1.io2  he  will  see  that  rolled  Iron  was  selling  in  England  at  that  time 
at  a  price  which  made  the  duty  of  $30  a  ton  less  than  100  percent, 
whereas  it  can  now  be  had  at  $22  a  ton,  making  the  new  duly  up- 
wards of  130  per  cent.  The  same  thing  is  true,  in  a  greater  or  less 
degree  of  all  articles,  and  to  bring  the  specific  duties  under  the  new 
law,  down  to  what  they  were  when  the  act  of  182ft  was  passed. — I 
am  inclined  to  think  a  general  reduction  of  from  15  to  20  per  cent, 
would  have  been  necessary.  My  objections  to  the  new  bill  on  this 
score  went  to  this  extent  and  no  farther,  that  while  prices  huve  eve- 
Dy  where  fallen,  there  has  not  been  a  proportionate  reduction  of 
the  specific  duties,  thereby  in  effect  increasing  their  rales  ad  valo- 
rem beyond  what  they  were  in  1828. 

One  word  as  to  the  cash  duties.  The  advantage  to  the  Com- 
merce'of  the  country  of  the  credit  system  can  only  be  estimated  by 
.merchants.  Assuming  their  estimates,  I  have  supposed  it  fully 
equal  to  10  per  cent  on  the  duty.  Some  have  estimated  it  (as  as- 
sumed by  Mr.  McDuffie  in  his  speech)  as  equal  to  10  per  cent  on 
the  capital  employed.  I  have  a  statement  now  in  my  possession 
derived  from  a  merchant  of  the  highest  character,  shewing  this  re- 
sult. I  did  ,|lot  however  understand,  as  some  others  have  done, 
that  the  estimate's  in  the  Address  were  based  on  this  view  of  the  sub- 
ject. My  own  speech  in  the  Senate  will  shew,  that  I  proceeded 
on  a  different  basis.  To  prove  that  cash  duties  have  always  been 
considered  as  a  "  burden''  greater  than  the  mere  interest  of  the 
money," — 1  will  refer  Col.  Drayton  to  Mr.  Webster's  speech  deli- 
vered to  the  Boston  meeting  in  1820,  where  he  states  explicitly 
thit  this  change  in  our  revenue  system  would  be  highly  injurious 
to  commerce,  that  in  some  cases  it  would  make  the  employment  of 
toco  ctyrilals  necessary  to  accomplish  the  same  object  that  might 
otherwise  be  effected  with  one, — that  it  would  have  a  tendency  to 
destroy  all  the  small  merchants,  and  concentrate  the  business  in  the 
hanus  of  such  merchants  as  William  Gray,  &c.  These  sentiments 
were  thf.n  responded  to  by  the  merchants  of  Boston,  and  I  know 
are  now  acknowledged  by  those  of  New  Yoik  to  be  correct. 

The  result  of  the  whole,  then,  according  to  Col.  Drayton's  state- 
ment, would  be.  that  I  he  "  public  burdens"  under  the  new  Bill  had 
been  reduced  "  in  tin- aggregate"  about/ve  millions  of  dollars— of 
\vhieb  upward*  of  four  millions  was  on  the  unprotected  articles,  and 
less  than  one  million  on  (he  protected  [the  value  of  each  class  being 
the  s  rne,  viz.  $29,000.000  in  round  numbers,]  so  that  from 
hi     own  shewing,  the  reduction    under  the  new -Bill  has  been/our 
Urn-*  as  great  on  the  unprotected  as  on  the  protected  articles.     Accor- 
di>:     if)  our  view  of  the  subj  ct   however,  this  estimated  reduction 
<  of  o%,  million  on  the  protected  articles,    would    he  more  than  ab- 
jorbed  by  the  deductions  to  be  made  from  the  Treasury  estimate 
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(on  which  Col.  Dray  Ion's  calculations  are  based,;  tor  Uic  iavcascd 
duties  on  iron  manufactures,  cotton  bagging,  &c.  &c.  and  for  er- 
rors which  hnvi-  been  committed  in  that  statement  ;  so  that  the  final 
result  will  probably  be  an  increase  of  diities  on  the  protected  arti- 
cles, and  a  diminution  of  about  four  millions  on  the  unprotected  ar- 
ticles, of  which  upwards  of  three  millions  will  be  on  articles  made 
free  under  the  new  bill.  Whether  under  either  of  the  views  the 
"  burdens  of  the  protective  system"  have  or  have  net  been  "  deci- 
dedly increased, ':  we  leave  it  to  the  people  to  determine. 

1  iind  that  Col.  Drayton  and  myself  differ  as  widely  a?  to  the 
probable  future  revenue  and  the  surplus  which  will  be  left  in  the 
Treasury,  as  we  do  with  respect  to  the  amount  and  character  of  the 
reductions  under  the  new  bill.  The  Treasury  estimates  were  found- 
ed OH  the  receipts  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  on  the  30th  of  Sept. 
1830,  the  year  of  the  greatest  depression  under  the  operation  of  the 
Tariff  of  1828,  and  from  which  the  country  began  so  immediately 
thereafter  to  recover,  that  if  the  Calender  year  i  ad  been  assumed* 
it  would  have  made  a  difference  of  near  two  millions  in  the  reve- 
nue. The  true  question  is,  what  will  probably  be  the  amount  of 
revenue  collected  under  the  new  bi  1  ?  Taking  the  present  or  th& 
last  year  as  the  basis  of  the  calculation,  I  have 

shewn  that  the  nett  revenue  is  $30,000,000 

From  which  deducting  the  proposed  reduc- 
tion 5,000,000 
And  we  have  as  the  amount  of  revenue  un- 
der the  new  Bill,                                                                25,000,000 
From  which  take  the  average  expendilures 
for  all  objects  exclusive  of  the  public  debt, 

And  we  have  a  surplus  of  $13,000,000 

To  be  scrambled  for. 

When  Col.  Drayton  objects  to  this  estimate,  it  can  only  be,  on 
the  ground  that  the  receipts  of  the  two  last  years  exceed  the  gene- 
ral average.  This  is  admitted.  But  our  revenue  has  been  on  the 
increase  for  several  years  past,  and  I  know  of  no  reason  why  it 
should  hereafter  be  diminished.  A  farmer,  in  estimating/the  future 
profits  of  his  farm*  would  hardly  discard  the  consideration  of  its 
improved  productiveness  or  the  natural  increase  of  his  people,  and 
go  back  to  average  crops  of  past  years.  But  we  will  take  the  basis 
which  Col.  Drayton  is  willing  to  acknowledge  as  the  true  one,  and 
see  how  the  account  will  then  stand.  The  average  nett  revenue 
from  customs  for  the  last  six  years  is  $22,516,312. 

This  is  the  very  lowest  estimate  of  the  revenue  from  customs 
under  the  old  law  audit  is  subject  to  no  deduction  whatever.  It 
was  fully  equal  to  this  amount  before  the  Acts  of  1830  went  into 
operation,  and  has-  greatly  exceeded  that  amount  since.  What 
will  be  the  redaction  under  the  new  Bill  is  only  an  estimate.  I  be- 
lieve that  it  has  been  g»  ally  overrated  by  the  Treasury.  But  as- 
suming it  to  be  $5,18  Kwhich  on  whatever  data  it  may  have 
Hp  doubt  will  be  found  to  be  quite  large 

enough)  and  taking  this  sum  from  $22,516312,  the  very  lowest 
estimate  of  the  przst  revenue,  mid  we  will  have  a  nett  revenue 
t'rom  customs  under  the  new  Bill  of  $17,329  234 

To  which  add  for  public  'ands,  bank 
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dividend,  &c.  3,500,000 

Though  they  amounted  vast  year 

to  upwards  of  $4,000,000] 

And  we    have    a  nett  revenue  of  20,829.284 

From    which   deducting  the  ordina*    . 

ry  expenses  of  the    Government  12,000,000 

And  we  have  a  surplus  of  8,829.234 

I  throw  entirely  out  of  view  the  reductions  effected  under  the 
Acts  1830.  For  surely  these  reductions  ought  not  to  be  deducted 
from  the  estimate  of  our  fulu>e  receipts,  unless  they  have  in  fact 
reduced  the  amount  of  revenue.  This  is  so  far  from  being  the 
case,  that  the  revenue  has  constantly  increased  notwithstanding 
these  reductions. 

In  the  science  of  political  economy,  every  reduction  does  not 
necessarily  diminish  the  revenue,  and  we  know  that  the  reduction 
of  1830  has  not  lessened  it  a  single  cent,  but  on  the  contrary  that 
k  has  been  constantly  increasing.  Col.  D  thinks  that  the  "public 
lands,  &c.  are  estimated  too  high  at  $3,500,000  But  the  lands 
alone  last  year,  exceeded  this  amount.  The  sales  have  been  con- 
stantly increasing,  and  must  go  on  increasing.  It  is  not  in  the  na- 
ture  of  things  that  this  should  he  otherwise.  The  average  receipts 
from  these  sources  for  the  last  3  years,  has  exceeded  $3,000,000. 
But  whether  we  take  eitherof  these  sums,  or  «hat  assumed  by 
I.  Drayton  himself,  viz  :  $  ',000,000,  it  will  make  no  material 
difference,  there  will  still  be  a  surplus  of  seven  or  eight  millions  to 
be  scrambled  for. 

Col.  Draytan  concludes  his  remarks,  by  saying,  "  that  he  will 
leave  it  to  the  intelligence  and  candor  of  his  fellow-citizens  to  de- 
termine whether  be  had  judiciously  and  honestly  discharged  the 
trust  which  they  had  reposed  in  him  "  In  reply  to  this  observation 
I  have  only  to  say,  that  it  has  not  been  my  object  to  implicate  the 
conduct  of  Col.  Drayton,  but  to  vindicate  my  own.  This  contro- 
versy grows  out  of  an  attack  made  by  Col.  D.  upon  the  ADDRESS 
of  myself  and  7  of  my  colleagues,  to  the  people  of  this  tute,  and 
made,  too,  in  a  tone  of  which  I  must  think  we  had  some  cause  to 
complain.  If  in  my  reply,  I  have  used  the  freedom  which  belong- 
ed to  the  occasion,  I  wish  it  to  be  understood,  that  I  should  as  soon 
distrust  my  own  motives  as  impeach  those  of  Cm.  Drayton — hj|Uy 
think  I  have  at  least  shewn,  that  he  has  no  mm  e  claim  to  impunity 
from  "  errors"  than  his  colleagues 

ROBERT  Y.  HAYNE 

Charleston,  Sept.  1, 1832, 
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RETURN  TO  the  circulation  desk  of  any 
University  of  California  Library 

or  to  the 

NORTHERN  REGIONAL  LIBRARY  FACILITY 
Bldg.  400,  Richmond  Field  Station 
University  of  California 
Richmond,  CA  94804-4698 

ALL  BOOKS  MAY  BE  RECALLED  AFTER  7  DAYS 

•  2-month  loans  may  be  renewed  by  calling 
(510)642-6753 

•  1  -year  loans  may  be  recharged  by  bringing 
books  to  NRLF 

•  Renewals  and  recharges  may  be  made  4 
days  prior  to  due  date. 

DUE  AS  STAMPED  BELOW 


SEP  0  &  2000 


JAN  2  2  2001 


JUN  1  2  2001 


JUN  0  8  2°° 


12,000(11/95) 
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